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STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 9, 1955 


Unirep Strates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security AcT 
AND Orner INTERNAL Securtry Laws 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 2 p. m., in the caucus 
room, Senate Office Building, Senator Olin D. Johnson, presiding. 

Present: Senators Eastland (chairman of the subcommittee), Jen- 
ner, Welker, Johnston (South Carolina), Daniel, and McClellan. 

Also present: J. G. Sourwine, chief counsel; Alva C. Carpenter, 
associate counsel: Benjamin Mandel, director of research; and Robert 
C. McManus, professional staff member. 

Senator JoHnsron. (presiding). The committee will come to order, 
and we will begin today by having Mrs. Martha Edmiston sworn. 

Will she please come around ? 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. MARTHA EDMISTON, WAYNESVILLE, OHIO 


Senator Jounsron. Will you please raise your right hand? 

Do you swear the evidence you give in this hearing will be the 
truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Epmisron. I do. 

Senator Jounston. Just be seated. 

Mr. Sourwine, committee counsel, will now take over. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Mrs. Edmiston, would you give your full name, 
please, and your address? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Martha Edmiston; Waynesville, Ohio; Rural 
Route 2. 

Mr. Sourwinp. Are you employed, Mrs. Edmiston? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes; I am employed as public relations director 
for the Aronca Manufacturing Corp. at Middletown, Ohio. 

Senator Werxer. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if you would be kind 
enough to have our reporter someplace else. I cannot see the witness. 

Would the reporter please move to some other table? 

Senator Jonnsron. Is that all right? 

Senator Weiker. We will have some others coming in. If you 
would move over just a little bit more. 

Senator Jonnsron. To keep from interfering with the witness, all 
the cameramen please take your pictures right now and then get out of 
the picture. 

All right. 
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Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Harvey Matusow, Mrs. Edmiston? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where did you first meet Mr. Matusow ? 

Mrs. EDMISTON. At Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, at a time 
when I was chief of the press section in the public information office. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Rather than go into details about that, let me ask 
if it is true that you have made a statement and made affidavit to that 
statement with respect to your meeting with Mr. Matusow and to 
certain other matters which you were familiar with in connection with 
his preparation of a sts atement ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I send you exhibit 30, introduced before this com- 
mittee on March 2, 1955, and ask you if that is the affidavit in 
question ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes; that is the affidavit, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Now, what is the date of that affidavit, Mrs 
Edmiston ? 

Mrs. Epmtston. F 7 enth day of February. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now I send you exhibit No. 24, introduced in this 
committee’s record on March 1, 1955, and ask you if you can identify 
this? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes; that is a carbon copy of the notes which 
Harvey Matusow submitted to Don Appell, of the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities, and he left us this copy. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Left you this copy, you say. Is there anything 
there to identify that particular copy as the one you had? 

Mrs. Epmisron. Oh, no. We had a similar copy which we had re- 
produced for this committee. 

Mr. Sourwine. Where is your copy ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Our copy, when I last saw it, I turned it in to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation about a month ago. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have no knowledge where it is now ? 

Mrs. Epmistron. They have it at the office in Dayton. 

Mr. Sourwine. For your information, the copy you are looking at 
is a copy which our record shows was produced from the official 
custody of the House Committee on Un-American Activities. 

Mrs. Epmiston. It wasso similar I thought at first-—— 

Mr. Sourwine. They are carbons of the same original; are they not? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is this the 71-page document which is referred to in 
your affidavit ? 

Mrs. Epmisron. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Sourwine. And what is the date on that affidavit? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Twenty-sixth day of January 1953. 

Mr. Sourwrne. May I have those three documents back now ? 

(The documents were then returned to Mr. Sourwine.) 

Senator Weiker. Ma’am, would you put the microphone a little 
closer to you, please ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Chairman, I have indicated two of those docu- 
ments are already exhibits before this proceeding. The 1953 affidavit 
I offer now and ask that it be marked and made as the next exhibit. 

Senator Jonnston. It will be the next exhibit number. 
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(The document was marked “Exhibit No. 42” and appears below :) 
ExHIsit No. 42 
STATE OF OHIO, 
Warren County, ss: 


AFFIDAVIT 


Before me, the undersigned authority, this day personally appeared the sub- 
scribers, Martha N. Edmiston and John J. Edmiston, and being by me first duly 
sworn, deposed and said: 

That they are residents of Wayne Township, Warren County, Ohio. 

That they are well and personally acquainted with Harvey M. Matusow, also 
known as Harvey Matt, a onetime resident of Macomb Road, borough of the 
Bronx, N. Y., and that they first became acquainted with him in the late summer 
of 1951, at which time he was serving as a noncommissioned officer with the 
United States Air Force, assigned to the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, near 
Dayton, Ohio. 

That they were associated with said Harvey Matusow and worked closely 
with him in the preparation of his story on his activities and experiences as 
a member of the Communist Party of the United States. That they assisted him 
in writing and compiling a statement of his history which was designed for, and 
later became the basis of, his testimony before the Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee of the United States House of Representatives. 

That the attached photostats represent the final draft of that statement pre- 
pared by Harvey Matusow, and was repeatedly said by him to contain all 
remembered information on Communist Party activities to which he could 
truthfully testify. That this material was prepared by him sometime in the fall 
of 1951, but prior to the last week in November. 

That in the course of preparation of the facts contained in the attached state- 
ment, the deponents encouraged said Harvey Matusow to assemble in the state- 
ment every bit of information on Communist membership to which he could truth- 
fully testify, insisting that it was his duty to the Government to disclose all such 
information within his personal knowledge. But the deponents admonished 
him against naming any persons as Communist Party members who had not 
(1) attended closed Communist Party meetings with him, or (2) been identified 
to him as a party member by a superior party officer for the purpose of mutual 
reliance in the conduct of an assignment. 

Witness the signatures of the deponents this 26th day of January 1953. 


MartHa N. EpMiston. 
JOHN J. EDMISTON. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me, a notary public in and for said county 
and State, on the date above noted. 


[SEAL] L. H. Gorpon, 
Notary Public, Warren County, Ohio. 


My commission expires August 21, 1953. 


Mr. Sourwine. Mrs. Edmiston, you are familiar with the affidavit 
which you gave in 1953 and whic h you have just identified ? 

Mrs. EpMIsTon. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are all of the statements therein true, to your 
knowledge, except statements made on information and belief, and 
are such statements to your best knowledge and belief true? 

Mrs. Epmistron. That is r ight. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are now reaffirming under oath here each and 
every statement which is in this affidavit? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes, I am. 

Senator WELKER. Mr. Chairman, may I interrogate? 

Senator Jounston. Go ahead. 

Senator We.ker. Mrs. Edmiston, when did you first meet Harvey 
Matusow ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Senator, I can’t recall the exact date. I think it 
was probably in the first of September because of one thing. Mr. 
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Matusow was wearing the Army tans, which is the summer uniform, 
and I would say around the Ist to the 15th of September. 

Senator Weiker. And where was that ¢ 

Mrs. Epmiston. That was at the base Public Information Office 

Wright Patterson Air Force Base. 

Senator Werxer. And your employment there was what? 

Mrs. Epmisron. I was then Chief of the Press Section, and later 
succeeded to the post then held by Capt. Howard Hensley, as public 
information officer. 

Senator We.tker. How did you happen to meet him? 

Mrs. Epmiston. He was brought or was sent to our office to Captain 
Hensley by a Maj. William Hart, who was then base chaplain. He 
was not brought to me, but to Captain Hensley. 

He had gone to the chaplain with the request that he be permitted 
to speak and, of course, according to Air Force regulation, he could 
not speak os ile he was in uniform on any controversial subject. 

Senator Werxer. Speak where ? 

Mrs. Epmisron. To speak to youth groups and to anyone about his 


former affiliation with the Communist Party and to warn them of 
the dangers of communism. 


Senator WeLxKer. I see. 

Mrs. Epmiston. That was his desire. 

Senator Weixer. And Captain Hensley referred him to you? 

Mrs. Epmiston. In the office that day—shall I recount it to you as 
it happened ? 

Senator Weriker. Yes: I think the committee would like to have the 
whole picture. 

Mrs. Epmiston. yee of my staff came over to my office, which was 
across the hall from Captain Hensley’s, and said, “Howdy has a 
Communist over there.” 

Senator WELKER. Howdy ? 

Mrs. Eomiston. We referred to Captain Hensley as Howdy. 

Senator Wretxker. I see. 

Mrs. Epmiston. They said, “Why don’t you go over and take a look 
at him ?” 

So I walked across the hall and as I came into the office Captain 
Hensley called me on in and introduced me to this young airman, 
saving that he had, and I had, served for the FBI as undercover 
oper: itives. 

So we chatted with him about communism, and he said that he 
wanted ¢ le ‘sperately to clear his name and become an honest American 
citizen again, and it sort of appealed to me. I mean I thought, “Well, 
here is a kid who wants to get himself straight with the world.” 

So I said, “Have you ever talked to the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities?” 

And he Balt , “No.” 

Well, I said, “Why don’t you get in touch with my husband and see 
what his sugge astions are?” 

So we talked about the various people we had known in the Com- 
munist Party. I have forgotten who they were. They were people 
who were pretty nationally known. 

Senator Weiker. Did you do the talking or did he do the talking? 

Mrs. Epwisvon. As usual, Harvey Matusow always does the talking. 
He is a very voluble young man, as you perhaps have found. 
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The session lasted with me, I ae for about three quarters of 
an hour. Then he had to go back to the squadron. 

As he went to the door he turned around and said, “Where do you 
and your husband live? 

I said, “We live on a farm up in Warren County. 

And he said, “You have a lot of cats and a big stone fireplace, 
haven't you?” 

And I said, “Yes. how do you know?” T thoueht. “maybe the kid’s 
psychic.” 

And he said, “Well vou just look like the sort of person who would 
have.” 

It rather surprised me—— 

Senator WeLker. Did you tell him how many cats you had ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. I don’t recall that I did because we are never sure of 
the number. You know, when you pick up strays they always multiply. 

Senator WerKker. Did you have cat hair all over your uniform ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. I rather doubt it. I was a civilian employee, 
Senator 

Senator WeiKer. How were you dressed on that day, as you recall ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Probably in some cotton dress, which would not 
have retained hairs of any sort. 

We are rather particular about our appearance. 

Senator Werker. And I take it that your testimony is that you do 
not go around having cat hair all over you? 

Mrs. Epmisron. Well, we try to be a bit more tidy. 

Senator WeLker. Very well. 

Now, after he made the statement that you have a stone fireplace 
and a number of cats, will you relate the further conversation ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Well, that was about it for that day. 

And maybe my subeonsecious took over. Any\ vay, I went to the 
phone and called the FBI agent in charge and told him that this 
airman was at the base and had told me that he had furnished infor- 
mation for the FBI in New York. And that was just a matter of 
information for the Bureau. 

Then I called Ed, my husband. And that same night Harvey Matu- 
sow, as I recall, went down and met Ed and told him his stery. 

Senator WeLtker. Now, what was your husband doing at that time ? 

Mrs. Epmtsron. He was then business and financial reporter for 
the Dayton Journal Herald. 

Senator Weikxer. And that is a daily paper; is it ? 

Mrs. Epmisron. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. Quite a large circulation ? 

Mrs. Epmisvon. Yes; it is the morning paper for Dayton, Ohio. 

Senator WeLxer. I see. Now, I will end my interrogation and I 
will come back to you later. 

Ir. Chairman, I have no further questions at this time. 

Mr. Sourwine. With regard to this 71-page document which is in 
our record and which you have identified, to your knowledge did 
Mr. Matusow himself prepare that ? 

Mrs. EDMISTON. Yes. We otfered ho help on it because we did not 
know what he had to talk about. 

Mr. Sourwinxe. Do you mean he typed it ae Tee 

Mrs. Epmiston. I would say most of it, Mr. Sourwine, although 
during my absence from my office and ate Captain Hensley’s ab- 
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sence, the assistant PIO, public information officer, a Captain Doudell, 
who is now in Harrisburg, Pa., was in charge of the office; and during 
my absence Harvey was typing his manuscript in our press section. 
Captain Doudell did not like the young man. He thought he was 
bumptious and arrogant and he was occupying the time of one of our 
stenographers, so he booted him out of the office. I think that this 
stenographer did type a ger of it, perhaps. 

Senator Danrev. Mrs. Edmiston, in your 1-page affidavit here it 
states that you were associated with the said Harvey Matusow and 
worked closely with him in preparation of his story on his activities 
and experiences as a member of the Communist Party of the United 
States. 

Now, what type of work were you referring to there ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. We listened to his stor y. Thething that we wanted 
to elicit was: was it true? before we introduced him to Mr. Appell 
of the House Committee on Un-American Activities. 

Senator Dantex. Well, it says further, the next sentence, that they 
assisted him in writing and compiling a statement of his history which 
was designed to become the basis of his testimony before the Un- 
American Activities Committee of the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

What did you mean there by having assisted him in writing and 
compiling a statement ? 

Mrs. Epmistron. Not in assisting him, certainly, in his choice of 
words. Perhaps in punctuation or grammar, which was very poor 
and very juvenile in content, but we did no assisting. Those words 
that he put down were his own. 

Senator Danret. By saying here that you assisted him in writing 
and compiling a statement of his history, did you mean in editing it, 
pointing out punctuation? 

Mrs. Epmisron. In listening to it. 

Senator Daniev. In what other ways did you assist him in the writ- 
ing or compiling of this statement? 

Mrs. Epmiston. I do not recall any other way of assisting him, other 
than listening to what he had to say and going over it. We were sure 
he was telling the truth. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you not ask him questions about his story ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. I think that is more into Ed’s story than mine. Ed 
asked him more questions in order to get the truth out of him. 

Mr. Sourwine. He did this in your presence ? 

Mrs. Epnistron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrnre. What was done, to your knowledge, to check Mr. 
Matusow’s story ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. We had no means of checking, Mr. Sourwine, other 
than to go over it with him a number of times and listen to it and see 
whether the same stories were brought out. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you find his story credible ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes: it seemed entirely credible to us. We thought 
then, as we think now, it is probably the first and only time he has 
told the truth. 

Senator Danre,. You say you thought then and think now it is 
probably the only time he told the truth? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Well, that is rather a loose statement. 
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Senator DanteL. You mean you know he has reiterated the state- 
ments made in this original written statement which you have indenti- 
tied, many times? He has reiterated the same statements before com- 
mittees of Congress and before the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
and you mean to say that in your opinion he was telling the truth to 
vou then, and the times that he has reiterated that same story ? 
~ Mrs. Epmiston. We thought that that was all he knew about the 
Communist Party. It was a very meager, little experience with the 
party. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Your judgment is, I take it from your last state- 
ment, that what is revealed in Mr. Matusow’s 71-page affidavit is a, 
to use your words, little meager experience in the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Epminston. Well, it was not a very national thing, really, 
and we felt that he was a little arrogant in presuming that he would 
become a national character on the basis of it. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did he presume that he would become a national 
character on the basis of it? 

Mrs. Epmisron. He certainly did. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did he tell you so? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes. He visualized motion pictures and he even 
thought that he would be the star of a motion picture which would 
come out on this occasion. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was he revealing his Communist activity for the 
purpose of trying to become a motion-picture star, or for the purpose 
of trying to help his country? Did he tell you? 

Mrs. Epmiston. We would not have had anything to do with 
him—— 

Mr. Sourwine. The question was, Did he tell you? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. What did he tell you in that regard? 

Mrs. Epmisron. In the first instance, his eagerness was to clear his 
name and being of some service to his country. 

Mr. Sourwine. Clear his name of what? 

Mrs. Epmisron. Of having been a Communist. 

Mr. Sourwine. He did not deny it, did he? 

Mrs. Epwiston. No; he did not deny it, but he wanted to be, he said 
to us, of some use to his country. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was his first reason? 

Mrs. Epmiston. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. But you have stated that in your opinion his real 
reason was that he wanted to become a movie star and get publicity ? 

Mrs. Epmisron. As he built up. I mean publicity got to him and, 
as it built up, I think he got the idea of making money. He could 
have had it all along. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, did he tell you that? 

Mrs. Epmiston. You mean the latter statement? 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes. Did he tell you that he was doing this to make 
money ¢ . 

Mrs. Epmiston. Not originally; no. 

P Mr. Sourwine. Well, I am talking about the time that he made the 
(1-page statement. Did he tell you that he was doing it to make 
money ¢ : 

Mrs. Epmiston. No; not at that time. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did he tell you that he was doing it so he could get 
publicity ? 

Mrs. Enymiston. No: not at that time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he tell you he was doing it to become a movie 
Star ¢ 

Mrs. Epmiston. No; not at that particular time. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Then what do you base your impression that 
what he was doing? 

Mrs. Epmisron. Ata later date, after he had testified in closed hear- 
ing, then later, after his testimony on February 5 and 6, 1952, is when 
ie began making — se plans. 

Mr. Sovrwinr. We are talking about the time he made this 71-page 
statement with regard to ise you have made affidavit. At that time 
do you think his purpose was to make himself a movie star or gain 
publicity otherwise ? 


is 


Mrs. Epmisron. I have no way of knowing, but that was not his 
statement to us. 

Mr. Sourwine. He had not stated anything of that nature at that 
time ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. No; not at that time. 

Mr. Sourwrne. At that time he had only stated to you—is this cor- 
rect, at that time he had wae stated to you that he was doing this to 
try to make amends and to help his country ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you believe him at that time? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes: we did. 

Mr. Sourwine, It was on that basis that you helped him ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. That is right. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Matusow ever tell you about having lived 
with a Negro oir] ? 

Mrs. Epuuiston. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. When did he tell you that? 

Mrs. Epmiston. It was sometime during the fall of 1951 or early 
winter, I would say. 

Mr. Sourwine. That was just after the time he had completed this 

page statement ¢ 

Mrs. Epmisron. It may have been just after or within several 
months of that time: I don’t recall. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, if you place it in the early winter it would 
be several months after; is that your thought ? ‘he date of the affi- 
davit is the 19th of October. 

Mrs. Epmisron. I would say so. Somewhere around that time. 

Mr. Sourwiner. Would you say definitely it was between the 19th of 
October and the Ist of January? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes, I would. 

Senator WEL Ki r. Mr. Chairman. Where and when did this con- 
versation take } ace, Mrs. Edmiston ? 

Mrs. Dernetee. As L recall, in my office at Wright-Patterson. 

Senator Wetker. Was anyone else present ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. There may have been people present in the room, 
but I don’t know whether they heard it or not. It was a large room. 

Senator oe ELKER. What would bring about such a conversation as to 
whether or not he lived with a colored girl? 
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Mrs. Epmisron. Senator, I honestly do not recall. That young man 
was talking all the time, and that just is one of the things that | recall 
out of memory. And, later, when I saw the ec mplete d thing, I noticed 
that it was not in there. 

Senatol WELKER. Did he mention whether or not t! is orl t} ypened 
to have been a Communist 4 

Mrs. Ispmiston. He said that she was a member of the Communist 
Party. ‘That was during the time that he worked on a Neor¢ new 
paper called the Amsterdam News. Ye 

Senator Wertkerr. I see. No further questions al tuois time. 

Mrs. Enarisron. As I recall 


Senator Wreiker. Go ahead. 

Mins. Ei ron. As I recall, it was brought up on the a 
thr , He said that she had liked cats y wel he 
how he ned to like them 

“ \" LIKER Deca Le h l some ¢ ts, hie ved \ ' : 

‘I | csron. Yes: I believe that was it 

They ad planned on acd pting a Negro and a Chines by, but 
when she went to the hospital for some operation or another they 
decided to break off the whole affair and discontinue living -togethe 
as 1n cll i wife. 

Senator Werniker. Did he tell vou where they lived together ? 


Mrs. Epmisron. He could have, but I do not remember. 
Senator WeL_ker. But there is no question in your mind that le 


i ‘ 
told von ! ved With a colored oirl who was a membre r of the Com 
miulIst Party while he was a member of the ¢ OnmuUnu! ist Party / 
Mrs. Epuiston. He had her picture in his wallet, Senator, and he 


carried it with him all the time. She had a sweater in the picture 
with “Camp Unity” across it. 
Senator Weiker. I did not hear the last. 
Mrs. Kp uisron. In the picture she had a sweater with “Camp 
Unity” written across it. 
Senator WreLKer. Camp Unity. Did that mean anything to you? 
Mrs. Epmisron. Yes; it did. We had heard of it before. 
Senator Wriker. What did it mean to you, the words “Camp 
Unity” 
Mrs. Epmiston. A Communist camp. I have never been there, but 
that is what it meant. 


~~ 


Senator Wriker. Generally recognized as a Communist camp; 
that correct ? 

Mrs. Epmisron. I think so. 

Senator Weiker. I have no further questions at this time. 

Senator JoHnstron. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mrs. Edmiston, are you aware that Mr. Matusow 
has testified that your husband, Mr. Edmiston, was an habitual 
drunkard ? 

Mrs. Epmisron. Yes; I am aware of that, and I am awfully mad 
about it, too, ° 

Mr. Sourwine. Is Mr. Edmiston an habitual drunkard ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. No: he is not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is he any kind of drunkard at all ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Not to my knowledge. I should know, we have 
lived together for 21 years, 
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Mr. Sourwine. Did you see him drunk at any time during the period 
when Mr. Matusow was staying with you people? 

Mrs. Epmiston. No, sir; I did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he and Mr. Matusow, to your knowledge, ever 
go out together to a place where they could have become drunk 
together ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Oh, they have been to the Century Bar together 
with other newspaper people, which is around the corner from the 
newspaper, and the reporters usually congregate and wait there for 
the last edition. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether they or Mr. Edmiston ever 
got drunk in that bar? 

Mrs. Epmiston. I do not believe they did, Mr. Sourwine. I was not 
there; I was generally home. 

Mr. Sourw1ne. Do you know any basis, any possible basis, for Mr. 
Matusow’s allegations about drinking with Mr. Edmiston? 

Mrs. Epmiston. No, I do not. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you have anything to do with putting Matusow 
in contact with the Ohio Un-American Activities Commission ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. I certainly did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator WeLxer. Can you tell the committee, Mrs. Edmiston, why 
Mr. Matusow, if you know, would write in his book, False Witness, 
that he wanted to get even with the Air Force, he hated them, and 
words to that effect ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. He had no reason to hate the Air Force. He was 
very well treated up there. The only people who shunned him were his 
fellow airmen who did not like him because he was too bumptious. 

Senator We.xer. Have you read this treatise of his, called False 
Witness ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes. I briefed it 2 days ago and this morning 
at 4 o’clock I solidly started reading it and read it right on through. 

Senator Weixer. And you found where he said he wanted to get 
even with the Air Force by saying, “How many Communists have you 
ever convicted 2” or words to that effect ? 

Mrs. Epmisron. He was wonderfully treated up there. He was 
allowed to goof off where other airmen were not. I know; I sat 
through it. 

Senator Werxer. And there has been some testimony in this hear- 
ing with respect to a change of your husband’s name. 

Will you give us what you observed and know to be his true name 
and his nickname, if any? 

Mrs. Epmiston. You mean my husband, Ed Edmiston ? 

Senator Wetker. Yes. John, sometimes known as Ed, I believe. 

Mrs. Epmiston. Well, Ed E dmiston, he has been known as that for 
years on various newspapers where he has worked and it is on his social 
security card. 

There is an addition to the affidavit which I would like to make, if 
I will be permitted. 

Senator We.xer. Go ahead. 

Mrs. Epmiston. We submitted with that affidavit a letter written by 
Harvey Matusow, very sloppy, sentimental letter, in which he begged 
to be reinstated in our favor. Perhaps you read it. That was written 
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in February 1954, after he says that he broke with us. He did not 
break with us. We kicked him out and said we did not want anything 
more to do with him. 

Following that, in the summer of 1954, he called. He said he was 
on his way to Texas. It was probably in July or August of that 
summer, and he reiterated the same things that he hi ad in his letter, 
that we were his very good friends and that he was sorry for what he 
had done to us, and he would like to come and see us. 

Senator WeLker. What did he do to you? Did he do anything to 
hurt you? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Well, the first thing that m: ade us quite angry was 
he lied about this car deal, which is mentioned in the affidavit: 

We disliked petty chiseling. That is what we found with Harvey 
Matusow. He was a cheap and petty chiseler. 

He bought a car from us and we thoughtfully had him sign a note. 

The day that that note was due, he went to Ne .w York. Instead of 
saying, “I am sorry, folks,” he just beat it for New York and said noth- 
ing about it. He eventually paid us, after months. 

That enraged us. And he was just an annoyance to have around. 
He was constantly foisting himself on us. We have a small house and 
it was an annoyance to have him about, talking about himself all the 
time. 

I called to New York and said that we did not want anything more 
to do with him. 

He was constantly introducing us as people who had been Com- 
munists, and that annoyed us too. We had not been Communists for 
ourselves as he had. We had been Communists for the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation. 

All these things just built up to the point where we were ready to 
blow our stacks. 

Senator Werker. I take it, in conclusion, you were kind to this 
gentleman, or this man, and fed him and entertained him in your 
home ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Certainly did, and we even bought him clothes 
when he left the Air Force. 

Senator WELKER. You what? 

Mrs. Epmiston. We bought him some of his clothes when he left the 
Air Force, like shirts and things that GI’s do not always have when 
they are getting out. 

Senator Wevker. That was done because of your desire that he 
could help this country 

Mrs. Epmiston. That is right. 

Senator Wetxer. In the event that he had been a Communist, as 
you have testified in your opinion he was? 

Mrs. Epmiston. That is right. 

Senator Wexker. It is your definite testimony that you were never 
a Communist but an undercover agent ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. An operator for the FBI. 

Senator WELKER. Operator for the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes, sir; we offered our services. 
Senator Wetker. Very well. I have no further questions. 
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Mrs. Epmiston. And I would like also to put on the record, if I 
may be excused for all this editorializing, that we were never profes- 
sional witnesses. We never sought out any of the committees. We 


have been issued subpenas. The only time that we ever had been 
witnesses, when we met Harvey Matusow, was once we were called 
to Washington by the House Committee on Un-American Activities 

From 1941, when we were kicked out of the Communist Party on 
suspicion of being undercover operatives, we Maintained a silence 
until 1950, when the House committee called us, subpenaed us to be- 
ome witnesses. We we re not p yrofessional witnesses. 

Senator Werxer. Did you receive any pay, other than your ex- 


wenSses for vour 


Mrs. Epmisron. Certainly not. And we did not make ends meet 
that. nor have we ever. We have been witnesses in 1950, and in 
Cincinnati area hearings, we were called over here in the summer of 
1953. we were called to Louisville, Ky., on the sedition trial, and be- 


l 


fore the Ohio Commission on Un-American Activities, and at this 
present time, and I do submit that nobody makes a living out of 4 or 5 


Wings in that many years, In o vears. 

Senator Wevkxer. In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, have you or, to your 
knowledge, has your husband ever testified falsely against any human 
being, under oath / 


Mrs. Epmisron. Senator Welker, we would have no occasion to lie. 
Senator Weiker. Will you please answer it yes or no? 

Mrs. Epmiston. We certainly have not, no. 

Senator Weiker. You are obligated to that oath and you told the 

t! uth, tl e whole truth, and nothing but the truth onevery occasion you 
were subpenaed by any vovernmenal age ney , Department of Justice. 

or congressional investigative hearings ¢ 

Mrs. Ie IMISTON. We have never hed, Senator. nor have we evel 
exaggerated. There was no occasion for it. 

Senator Wreriker. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Sourwine. When was it, Mrs. Edmiston, that you called Harvey 
Matusow and told him you did not want to have anything to do with 
him 4 

Mrs. Epmisron. Well, we indicated that pretty strongly when we 
phoned him. 

Mr. Sot RWINE. You volunteered the statement a moment ago that 
you called him and did not want anything more to do with him. I 
just want to pin down the date. When did you make that call ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. That was after he left Dayton, May 15, 1952, and 
it was, oh, probably a couple of weeks after that that I phoned and 
talked with him. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Just so that the record may have a dual identifica- 
tion, I show you a text of a letter which is in our record, identified by 
Mr. Matusow as a letter he wrote to you under date of F ebruary 11, 
1954. Iwill ask you did you receive that letter? 

Mrs. Epmiston. Yes, we did, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now have you told the committee all that you know 
about the circumstances surrounding the receipt of that letter ? 


Did Mr. Matusow call you on the telephone and repeat substantially 
what is in that letter? 
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Mrs. Epmisron. Yes. As I was explaining, I believe as I started 
to explain several minutes ago, he called us, in either July or August 
1954, and again begged to come and see us. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he say at that time anything about where he was 
or where he was going ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. He said that he was going to Texas. 

Mr. Sourwine. This was in July or August of 1954? 

Mrs. Epmisron. I believe so. I have forgotten the exact date. 
Mr. Sourwine. Did he say anything about what he was going there 
for? 

Mrs. Epmiston. No, he did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did he say anything about what he had been doing? 

Mrs. Epauston. I honestly do not recall. He just talked at great 
length ; about 5 to 10 minutes I suppose. 

Mr. Sourwine. What did he talk about? 

Mrs. Epmiston. I do not recall. I mean just 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you recall the general subject of his conver- 
sation ¢ 

Mrs. Epmisron. No, I am afraid I do not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, did he ask you to forgive him or did he want 
to come see you ! 

Mrs. Epmiston. Oh, yes. He was full of that sort of thing, and I 
said that I had told him conclusively, when I last saw him, and that is 
mentioned in the affidavit, when he pulled up to our house in the 
summer of 1953 and I said, “We don’t want to see you again.” 

And at that time he said he was going to Silver Springs, Colo., and 
sit by himself. He was through testifying; he had made a mess of 
things in Washington; and I advised him that that was the best 
thing he could do for his Nation. 

Mr. Sourwine. May we call the next witness, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Edmiston. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Chairman, may this witness be held in abey- 
ance? It might be that I desire to interrogate her. 

The CHarrman. Yes; you will be held under subpena. 

Mr. Edmiston. 





TESTIMONY OF JOHN J. EDMISTON, WAYNESVILLE, OHIO 


The CHarrman. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Epmiston. I do. 

The CHarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Edmiston, will you give your full name, please ? 

Mr. Epmiston. My name is John J. Edmiston. I am otherwise 
known as Ed. 

Mr. Sourwine. And where do you live? 

Mr. Epmiston. At Waynesville, Ohio. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you employed ? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, I am. I am employed by the Middletown 
Journal at Middletown, Ohio, as a reporter. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Edmiston, do you know Harvey Matusow? 

Mr. Epmisron. Indeed I do. : 
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Mr. Sourwryp. You have heard Mrs. Edmiston’s answers to the 
questions that were asked here about Mr. Matusow ? 

Mr. Epmisron. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you hear her make any statements that you 
questioned ¢ 

Mr. Epmiston. None that I questioned. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you hear her make any statements that you 
believe should be amplified ? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, I believe I have. 

There is this one thing. There was a mention a moment ago about 
the matter of assistance which we gave to Harvey Matusow in the 
preparation of his memorandum and his notes, of which the completed 
memorandum is now before the committee. 

Let me explain something of the type of assistance which was given. 
When Matusow first met me on one night, either late in August or 
September or cary in the fall or late in the summer of 1951, at the 


& entury Bar in Dayton, Ohio, at that time I told Matusow, “I think 
it’s a good thing t hat you get all of your information down in writing 
and prepare notes on the whole thing: write out the entire story of 


your life; give your sane aphy; give us all the f facts that you have and 
no fiction. Then I would like to look that over. 

Matusow, at that time, asked me if I could help him in the prepara- 
tion of the notes. I told him I could not. I said, “The notes will 
have to be your own, but I will do this for you. I will ask you ques- 
tions to refresh your memory, and when your memory is refreshed you 
could put that down in writing.” 

Time after time he consulted me about the notes, and on each 

easion I told him, “Look, Mat”—we called him Mat at that time, 


not Harvey—‘write it down in your own words and write nothing 
but the facts and the full facts.’ 
That he did. And he first prepared a series of notes, and he came 


down from time to time to the house where we lived near Waynesville, 
paddling down from the Air Force base, and sometimes we drove him 
down. He would be our weekend guest and he would present what 
material he had ready from time to time, and I personally would quiz 
him on that. 

And from time to time he mentioned names in the Communist 
Party whicl h were familiar to us, the names of open Communists who 
he professed to know while he was in the Communist Party in New 
York. 

Finally, he prepared the whole series of notes into the memorandum 
which is before you, consisting of some 71 pages. I looked that over 
and read it over carefully and again quizzed Harvey on it and felt 
satisfied then that what he had was the truth. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Edmiston, I send you three documents. The 
first that will be handed you is an item of 71 pages. I will ask you if 
you can identify it. 

Mr. Epmistron. Mr. Sourwine, that is identical with the carbon copy 
that we have of Harvey Matusow’s final draft of his memorandum, 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, does that bear an exhibit number on it, while 
you have it in your hand there? 

Mr. Epmisron. That is exhibit No. 24. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. 
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Now, the next document that will be handed you purports to be an 
affidavit made by you in 1955. Do you recognize that affidavit? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, I do Thi it is an affidavit which was signed by 
me on the 14th day of February 1955. 

Mr. SourwINe. Does that be: ar an exhibit number on it? 

Mr. Epmisron. That is exhibit No. 30 ), Sir. 

Mr. SouRWINE. Do you how say that all of the statements made in 
that affidavit are true, except where lies are stated upon informa- 
tion and belief, and that in such cases they are to the best of your 
knowledge and belief true ? 

Mr. Epmiston. I so say under oath. 

Mr. Sourwine. In other words, you are now reaflirming here, unde 
oath, the statements made in that afidavit, is that correct ? 

Mr. Epmistron. That is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. The third document that will be shown you is a 
two-page aflidavit purporiung to have been made by you and Mrs. 
Edmiston. Do you recognize it ? 

Mr. Epuiuistron. Yes, | recognize that 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you here and now affirm the statements in that 
affidavit to be true, except as stated on information and belief, and 
11) such case to be true to the best ot your know ledge and belief ? 

KpmMiston. I so aflirm it. 

Mr. Sourwitne. All right. You can bring those documents back. 
They are all in our record now. 

Senator Danrev. Mr. Edmiston, on the last document you identified, 
you have made certain additions to your aflidavit concerning the type 
of assistance that was given by you to Mr. Matusow in preparing his 
original statement ? 

Mr. E:pmisron. That is right. 

Senator DanteL. Now, let me just read what you have said in the 
affidavit so we will know exactly what you meant, and I am quoting 
from the affidavit, the fourth paragr: aph: 

That they were associated with said Harvey Matusow and worked closely 
with him in the preparation of his story on oo activities and experiences as a 
member of the Communist Party of the U. S. A.; that they assisted him in writing 
and compiling a statement of his history— 
and so forth. 

Now, have you explained to the committee exactly what you meant 
by these two sentences in your last affidavit ? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, I believe I have explained that. That was what 
I attempted to explain a few moments ago. 

Senator Danret. Have you told the committee all of the types of 
assistance that’ you gave Mr. Matusow in the preparation or writing 
of this original story? 

Mr. Epmisron. That is right, I have. 

Senator Danie. Now, up until the time that this 71-page document 
was finally completed, had any person from the Department of Jus- 
tice or from any of the House or Senate committees talked with Mr. 
Matusow in your presence or within your knowledge ? 

Mr. Epmiston. Pardon me. Which affidavit do you refer to now? 

Senator Dantet. I am talking now about Mr. Matusow’s own 
71-page statement. 

Mr. Epmisron. Oh, his memorandum. 
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Senator Danre.. Up until the time that was finally completed, had 
any officials of the United States Government or any of the agents 
of these various committees or of the FBI talked with Mr. Matusow, 
so far as you know? 

Mr. Epmisron. Yes. 

Senator Dantex. Who had talked with him? 

Mr. Epmisron. Mr. Don Appell, who was at that time investigator 
for the House Committee on U n-American Activities. 

Senator Danret. Did he talk with Mr. Matusow before the 71-page 
document was completed ? 

Mr. Epmiston. That is correct. 

Senator Danret. Did he talk with Mr. Matusow before Mr. Matu- 
sow’s original notes as to his experiences with the Communist Party 
were completed ? 

Mr. Epmiston. To the best of my recollection, Mr. Matusow’s origi- 
nal notes were completed, the notes “from which this final memorandum 
is drawn, his original notes were completed before Mr. Appell arrived 
in Dayton to inv estigate his case. 

Senator Danie. The or iginal notes from which the 71-page docu- 
ment was finally drawn—— 

Mr. Epmiston. That is right. 

Senator Danie. Had been completed ? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, sir. 

Senator Daniet. What happened to those original notes, if you 
know ¢ 

Mr. Epmisron. I do not know, sir. They were in Matusow’s 
possession. 

Senator Dantet. Well, did you read them ? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, I read them. 

Senator Danrev. Well, did they substantially coincide with the 
71-page documents? 

Mr. Epmiston. Very substantially. Substantially with regard to 
all the facts that were recited in them; that is correct, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Edmiston, you imow that Mr. Matusow has 
said you were an habitual drunkard. Is that true? 

Mr. Epmisron. I know that Mr. Matusow has said it, and that is 
not true. I am not an habitual drunkard. 

Mr. Sourwine. How long has it been since you were intoxicated ? 

Mr. Epmiston. I cannot remember, Mr. Sourwine. It is prob- 
ably beyond a couple of years or so. 

Mr. Sourwine. To your knowledge and the best of your recollec- 
tion, were you ever intoxicated in Mr. Matusow’s presence? 

Mr. Epmiston. Not that I can recollect, sir. I am quite sure that 
I was not. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are quite sure that you were not ? 

Mr. Epmiston. That is right. 

Senator WeLker. May I have a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHatrMan. Proceed. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Edmiston, will you relate for the committee 
your employment in the newspaper field, please? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, I will be glad to do that. 

I began in newspaper work in 1936 with the old Toledo Newsbeat. 
That was folded in 1938. 

Senator We.ker. It was folded you say? 
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Mr. Epmustron. That is right. 

And when that was closed in 1938 I took employment then in public 
relations work for an automotive firm in Detroit, which also folded 
later. 

After that I went into other public relations work in Columbns, 
Ohio, and that lasted until late 1939—oh, I should say rather early. in 
1940, at which time Martha and myself had an opportunity to serve 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation as undercover operators within 
the Communist Party. At that time I discontinued public relations 
work, Senator, with the feeling that I did not care to impugn my 
clients with the outrageous things that we probably would he called 
upon to do as Communists, knowing of course that we would try and 
probably would get into the Communist Party. 

After we were ousted from the Communist Party, both of us took 
employment as civilians at the Wright-Patterson Air Force Base at 
Dayton, Ohio. 

Senator Weiker. Now, may I interrupt? Why were you ousted 
from the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Epmiston. We were not told directly, but I learned through 
using a little duress on one of the Ohio officers in Cleveland, that we 
were suspected of being undercover operatives for the FBI. 

Senator Weiker. I see. Now, after your ouster you say you went 
to Wright-Patterson Field as agents, not as Communists, but as agents 
for the FBI? 

Mr. Epmiston. No, we did not. We discontinued our work for the 
FBI. We were of no further use for them after we had been dumped 
by the Communist Party. We went to work there as civilians and 
1 went into motion-picture work and stayed in that work until about 
December 1946, and a few months later I joined the staff of the Dayton 
Journal] Herald and remained there until a couple of months after I 
met Harvey Matusow, at which time I resigned from the Journal 
Herald. 

I went into publicity work locally and stayed in that for about a 
year or so and then went to my present job at the Middletown Journal. 

Senator We._ker. Have you ever been fired or discharged from any 
position due to excessive drinking ? 

Mr. Epmiston. I have never been discharged from any position due 
to excessive drinking or any other purpose. I have never been fired. 

Senator WeLker. You say that under oath? 

Mr. Epmiston. That is under oath. 

Senator Wetker. A categorical answer ? 

Mr. Epmisron. That is correct. 

Senator WeLker. You may proceed. 

Mr. Epmiston. If I may—pardon me for a second—emulate the 
custom of the pipe-smoking intelligentsia of the Fifth Amendment 
Club, I would like to add that I have never been arrested for drunken- 
ness in my life, I have never been apprehended for drunkenness or for 
being intoxicated. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, Mr. Edmiston, make a trip to Washington 
with Harvey Matusow ? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Sourwine. When ? 


Mr. Epmiston. I made two trips to Washington with him. 
Mr. Sourwine. When ? 
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Mr. Epmisron. The first was in November of 1951. That was for 
the purpose of accompany ing him in his testimony before the House 
Un-American Activities Committee at the time of the executive hear- 
ing. 

Mr. Sourwine. And the second trip ? 

Mr. Epmistron. The second trip was in February of 1952. 1 believe 
we left on the Ist of February from Dayton, Ohio, and came over to 
Washington. 

Mr. Sourwrne. And how long were you here ? 

Mr. Epmiston. We were here approximately a week on each occa- 
sion. I should say on the first occasion about 3 or 4 days, and on the 
second occasion about 5 days. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you here in Washington with Mr. Matusow on 
February 6, 1952? 

Mr. Epmistron. I was. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you, Mr. Edmiston, have anything to do with 
putting Matusow in contact with the Ohio Un-American Activities 
Commission 4 

Mr. Epmiston. | ne pose that indirectly I did, because I introduced 
Mr. Matusow to Mr. James Ratliff of the Cincinnati Enquirer, and I 
understand that it was through Mr. Ratliff that he met Mr. Sidney 
Isaacs, who was counsel for the Ohio Commission on Un-American 
Activities. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you introduce him to Mr. Ratliff for the inten- 
tion or for oy purpose of having him put in contact with the Ohio 
Un-American Activities Commission ? 

Mr. Raine: No, I did not. That had not occurred to me at all. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was there any discussion with you and Mr. Ratliff 
about putting Mr. Matusow in touch with the Ohio Un-American 

Mr. Epmiston. No; there was not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Wasthere any discussion with you and Mr. Matusow 
about putting him in touch w ith the Ohio 

Mr. Epmisron. No: there was not; and I have a very good reason 
for that. I never have thought of the idea because Matusow had no 
Communist experience in Ohio. His experience in the Communist 
Party was strictly in New York, and I would never have thought of 
him being of service as an investigator in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Edmiston, where were you born / 

Mr. Epmistron. In Columbus, Ohio. 

Mr. Sourwine. When ? 

Mr. Epmiston. On November 3, 1899. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Edmiston, to your knowledge did Harvey 
Matusow keep a diary ? 

Mr. Epuisron. To my knowledge he never kept a diary. 

Mr. Sovurwine. Did he ever keep a diary or diary pages while you 
were with him ? 

Mr. Epmistron. Never. 

Mr. Sourwine. While he was with you? 

Mr. Epuiston. Never. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you read Matusow’s book ? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are there any statements in that book which, to your 
knowledge, are demonstr ably false ? 
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Mr. Epmiston. There is certainly a statement which is demonstrably 
false. May I have reference to Mr. Matusow’s book for a moment, 
please, sir ? Thbelieve I have it here. 

If copies of this book are before the committee I would like to 
invite attention to page 72. 

Mr. Sourwine. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Epmisron. At the top of that page is a reproduction of what 
purports to be a diary entry made by Matusow on Wednesday, 
February 6, 1952. 

Mr. Sourwine. Will you read that entry, please / 

Mr. Epmisron. It reads: 

Wednesday, February 6, 1952. Couldn't sleep. Was too nervous. Out of 
bed at 6 a.m. Made some coffee. Briefed myself on the question sheet for the 
committee. Everything’s got to be perfect. Too much has gone into this for 
anything to go wrong now. 

Hearing started at 10:30 a. m. Went along fine as planned. Recessed at 
noon and learned that King George of England had died. What a hell of a 
break for me. The King had to die on my day of “triumph.” Pushed me right 
off the front page. 

It is not necessary to go that far into that diary to bring out the 
point that I would like to bring before the committee. 

Mr. Sourwine. What is that point? 

Mr. Epmiston. That point is this: 


Made some coffee. 


Gentlemen, Mr. Matusow, Martha, and myself were at that time 
occupying the same suite of rooms at the Congressional Hotel, 
the congressional records will probably show you, 

The CuarrmMan. Here in Washington? 

Mr. Evmisron. There is not in that room a coffee pot or anything 
with which to repent coffee and there wasn’t a pinch of coffee in the 
house. We were occupying the same suite. 

We were up tha at morning before Matusow was up, and it was not 
at 6 a.m. and he made no coffee there. Which indicates, gentlemen, 
that this diary is a phony. 

Mr. Sourwrne. How do you remember that particular day ? 

Mr. Epmisron. I remember that particular day very well because 
that was the first day of his testimony. I can remember what went 
on the night before. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Tell us about it. 

Mr. Epmiston. Very well. The evening before that we took Harvey 
Matusow and we went to the home of Mr. Jack Vincent, who is the 
Washington correspondent for the Dayton Journal Herald. ‘We 
spent the evening there. We left there about midnight or perhaps 
a little after that time. We had served a few drinks around the 
place. Perhaps it was due to his nerves, I can’t say that, but I 
recollect one particular thing about his leaving the place at that 
time. We were talking outside. It was in an apartment house, by 
the way. When we went to get to the elevator, instead of pushing 
the elevator button with his hand or with his finger he reached up 
and punched with his foot and put a smudge on the wall, indicating 
that he was doing pretty well with the few drinks that he had. 

We took him directly back to the hotel and saw that he got to bed. 

There was no coffee the next morning in that room. This is under 
oath. We can be sure of that. I remember those details very well. 
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This diary must have been written, gentlemen, at some time in the 
future when he did not recollect exactly what the circumstances were. 
It could not have been an entry which was made in the course of his 
daily life on that particular day. 

Mr. Sourwrne. On that day in that hotel room did Mr. Matusow 
have a typewriter with him? 

Mr. Epmiston. Yes, he did. I had rented this typewriter, by the 
way. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Matusow use that typewriter on the 6th 
of February 1952, to your knowledge? 

Mr. Epmiston. Not to my knowledge, but perhaps he did. It was 
there for anybody to use. 

Mr. Sourwine. You spoke of Mr. Vincent. Is he here in the room 
now ? 

Mr. Epmiston. He is here in the room at the present time. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I suggest the possibility that Mr. 
Vincent being here, the committee discover if he has any knowledge to 
corroborate the statement of this witness. 

Senator Wetker. Just a question, Mr. Chairman. May I have a 
question ¢ 

The CHarrman. Proceed. 

Senator Weixer. The chairman indicated a moment ago, to make 
the record complete: the Congressional Hotel is located where ? 

Mr. Epmiston. In Washington, D. C. I do not know the street 
address. 

Senator Werker. Just in Washington; that is the answer? 

Mr. Epmistron. Just Washington. 

Senator Werker. Very well. And my concluding question is you 
have been married to your wife for how long? 

Mr. Epmiston. Twenty-one years since ‘the Ist of January. 

Senator Weixer. And you have observed whether or not she dressed 
neatly or not so neat ? 

Mr. Epmiston. I have always felt very proud of the way Martha 
dressed. I felt she dressed quite neatly at all times. 

Senator Weixer. Did you ever observe her with cat hairs all over 
her clothing that would indicate she had at least 18 cats at home? 

Mr. Epmiston. I never saw that amount of hair, I am quite sure. 

Now, Senator, I know there are certain times when you pick up 
animals and you do get hair on you, but Martha has always been 
meticulous about br ushing the hair off. 

Senator Wetxer. It would be a little hard to say whether it was 
1 cat or 2 cats or 4 or 24? 

Mr. Epmiston. No, you could not determine the number of cats by 
the amount of hair, any more than you could determine whether or 
not she had a fireplace of a certain proportion. 

Pardon me. Has the committee finished its interrogation ? 

The CuarrMan. Senator Johnston ? 

Senator JoHnston. No questions, 

The Cuatrman. Senator McClellan? 

Senator McCrietian. No. 

The Cuarmrman. No further questions. 

Mr. Epmiston. If I may ask to make a comment. I have been 
quoted in Mr. Matusow’s book as making a slanderous remark about 
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Senator Joseph McCarthy, and I would like to do something by the 
way of explanation to that, if the committee pleases. May I have 
that ? 

The CuatrMan. Proceed. 

Senator Weiker. Are you looking for page 42 in the middle of the 
book ¢ 

Mr. Epmisron. Thatisright. Mr. Matusow says: 

Another thing that I was taught was to go easy on accusations until I had 
established myself as a reliable witness. The Edmistons continuously warned 
me to stay away from McCarthy. They said McCarthy could be the kiss of 
death for any witness. 

I would like to say that I mentioned, once upon a time I used 
the words “kiss of death” in connection with investigating committees 
in Congress. Let me explain how that happened. At that time I 
was, along with Matusow, here in Washington. We had just arrived. 
He was chomping at the bit and we were in the Congressional Hotel 
together. This was before Martha had arrived, I believe. It may 
have been on our first occasion, I do not know. But I saw him primp- 
ing himself up and getting ready to leave the room and I said, ““Where 
are you going now, Buster?” 

Matusow said, “Well, I think I will drop over and see if I can get 
in touch with Senator McCarthy and some of the other committees.” 

I said, “Just hold it a minute. You are here on subpena from the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities. You have no business 
going around dabbling with other congressional committees. It is not 
good manners, in the first place. You have no business talking to 
these people until your testimony before this one committee is “fin- 
ished. if you do that it is a breach of faith, and if you do that it is 
going to be the kiss of death for you, and that’s for sure, because I am 
going to tell Don Appell.” 

That is where he got the words “kiss of death,” and that is how he 
linked it up with Senator McCarthy. 

Senator Weiker. Now, since I directed your attention to page 42, 
I want to ask you, under oath, sir: Have I ever seen you before your 
appearance here in the hearing room? Have I ever interrogated you 
or did I at any time suggest to. you the page number that you referred 
to? 

Mr. Epmiston. No, sir, you have not. 

Senator Jenner. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Senator Jenner. I would like to make this statement. I see one 
mistake that the Edmistons have made. It is too bad that you did not 
stay with the cats. 

Mr. Epmistron. Senator Jenner, you have never said anything more 
cogent. We have done a great diservice to the Nation, foisting 
this man. . 

The CHarrman. Mr. Vincent. 

_ Mr. Vincent, do you want to testify? Your name has been brought 
in. 

” saa Vincent. I can confirm what Mr. Edmiston said; that is about 
all. 


59886—55—pt. 8——4 
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TESTIMONY OF JACK VINCENT, ROCKVILLE, MD. 


The Ciaran. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are 
about to give is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
SO help you God ? 

Mr. Vincent. Ido. 

The CHaiMan,. Sii down. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you heard the statements just made under 
oath by Mr. John Edmiston ? 

Mr. Vincent. I have. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Insofar as those statements related to you, were 
they true? 

Mr. Vincent. They are exactly the truth. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you any details that you can add to those 
statements as they referred to you 4 

Mr. Vincent. Very little details, except I would say that Matusow 
on the night that we entertained him at our home was very drunk, 
and we probably cut him off and wanted to get rid of him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was that the night of February 5, 1952? 

Mr. Vincent. To the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Sourwtne. How do you remember that night as being Feb- 
ruary 5, 1952 ¢ 

Mr. Vincent. Because it was the day before that Matusow was 
scheduled to testify, and through the Edmistons I was trying to get 
a little jump on the story by entertaining him and talking to him. 

Mr. SourwIneE. Now, you have testified that Mr. Matusow was very 
drunk. Was Mr. Edmiston in your home that same evening? 

Mr. Vincent. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was he drunk? 

Mr. Vincent. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you become drunk ? 

Mr. Vincent. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Was your wife there? 

Mr. Vincent. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did she become drunk? 

Mr. Vincent. No, sir. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Now, so the record may show, sir, will you give your 
full name and your present address? 

Mr. Vincent. My name is Jack Vincent; I live at 717 Roxboro 
Road, Rockville, Md. My office address is 1295 National Press Build- 
ing. 

Senator JENNER. Were you living at that address at the time you 
testified ? 

Mr. Vincent. No, I was living in an apartment at 3701 Connecticut 
Avenue. 

Mr. Sourwinr. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Weriker. Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions, but 
with your courtesy I wonder if I could have Mrs. Edmiston back 
for just two questions. 

The Cuarrman. Well, wait a minute. 

Senator Johnston, any questions ? 

Senator JounsTon. No, that will be all. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, sir. 
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TESTIMONY OF MARTHA EDMISTON, WAYNESVILLE, OHIO—Resumed 


Senator WreLker. Mrs. ce ROE you have heretofore been sworn 
and you have testified that you are the wife of John, sometimes known 
as Ed, Edmiston. 

How long have you and John Edmiston been married ? 

Mrs. Epmiston. ‘Twenty-one years last January 1. 

Senator Weiker. And I will ask you to state whether or not your 
Lusband has ever been fired from any position whatsoever, whether it 
ene Wsp% Lper W ork or any other kind of work, by virtue of drunken- 
ness or otherwise. 

Mrs. Epmiston. No; he never has. 

Senator Weiker. I have no other questions. 

The CuatrmMan. That will be all. 

Mr. Angus Cameron / 

Mr. Cameron. I am here. 

The Cuarrman. Will you hold up your right hand, please, sir? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to olive to the 
Internal Security Subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the Senate of the United States is the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you rod 2 

Mr. CAMERON. | do. 


} 
| 


TESTIMONY OF ANGUS CAMERON, ACCOMPANIED BY STANLEY 
FAULKNER, HIS ATTORNEY 


The CHarrMAN. State your name. 

Mr. Cameron. My name is Angus Cameron. 

The CHatrman. What A your address, Mr. Cameron ? 

Mr. Cameron. Upper Jay, N.Y. 

The CuatrmMan. What is your business? 

Mr. Cameron. I am a book publisher. 

The Coarmman. What is your firm? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I am an officer in two firms. 

The CHarrman. What are those firms ? 

Mr. Cameron. Cameron Associates, Cameron & Kahn, and Liberty 
Book Club. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Cameron & Kahn is a corporation; is it not ? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

The CHatrman. And you are an officer of that corporation. . By 
whom were you formerly employed ? 

Mr. CAMERON. You mean, most recently ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. Prior to going into the publishing business for my- 
self, I was employed by Little, Brown Co., book publishers in Boston. 

The Cuamman. What was your position with that Little, Brown 
Co. ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. I was a director of the company. 

The CHamman. Yes. 

Mr. Cameron. And vice president of the company and editor in 
chief. 

The Cuamman, Yes, sir. Now, did you resign from the company? 

Mr. Cameron. I did. 

The CHarrman. You resigned of your own volition ? 
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Mr. Cameron. One usually resigns under his own volition. I re- 
signed under special circumstances. Would you like to hear about 
them ? 

‘he CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. I resigned from Little, Brown Co. on—shortly after 
I was attacked, as was the company, by a blacklist sheet called Counter- 
attack, which caused my associates to decide to require that I submit 
all of my outside activities to their censorship and since I did not 
believe it was the job of a free publishing house to make such a 
requirement or a free editor to agree to it, I resigned. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, what was that attack / 

Mr. Cameron. Well, it was one of the typical Counterattack attacks, 
I gather the members of the committee are familiar with the maga- 
zine. 

The Cuamrman. No, sir; Lam not familiar with it, but I would like 
to know what their attack was on you. 

Mr. Cameron. Oh, the usual attack of such—you know, such black- 
listing magazines, they imply or they state within the safety of the 
libel statute that I was some kind of a dangerous subversive. 

The Cuatrman. Did they accuse you of being a Communist? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t remember whether they did or not. I didn’t 
pay much attention to them. 

The CuHairmMan. Now, when was that? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, it was, I guess, in—it must be September 1951. 

The Cuairman. September 1951. You don’t remember what the 
specific charge was against you? 

Mr. Cameron. By whom ‘/ 

The CHarrmMan. In Counterattack. 

Mr. Cameron. No. As I say, I did not pay very much attention 
to it. | 

The CHamman. What you did was—there was an attack, your 
testimony is there was an attack on you? 

Mr. Cameron. And on the company. 

The Cuatrman. And on the company, in a sheet named Counter- 
attack? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

The CuHarrman. And because of that you resigned ? 

Mr. Cameron. No; not because of that. That isn’t what I said. 

The CuHamman. Well, what? 

Mr. Cameron. I said because my associates required, in their, well, 
I consider panic, under this attack, that I should submit my outside 
activities from there on to their censorship. 

The CoHarrmMan. Well now, what do you mean by your “outside ac- 
tivities” ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I don’t know. I am quoting directly. from a 
letter from the president of the company. 

The Crarrman. You did not ask them what they meant by your 
“outside activities” ? 

Mr. Cameron. Presumably, they meant. my affairs—activities— 
well, as a matter of fact, I imagine they were— they would consider 
such things as the fact that in 1948 I was chairman of the Progressive 
Party in Massachusetts; that I spoke from time to time on subjects 
that were on the dissenting side, perhaps. 
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Senator Wexxer. Dissenting side of the progressive side or what? 

Mr. Cameron. Dissenting, as far as they were concerned, as far as 
my associates. 

Senator WELKER. I see. 

Mr. Cameron. We didn’t go into too much discussion about it. 

The CuarrmMan. You are saying, if I understand you now, there 
was some attack in the pamphlet, and because of that attack your em- 
ployers became panicky and wanted to censor your outside ac tivities— 
and you don’t even know what that attack on you was? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I mean—— 

The CuarrMan. In the pamphlet Counterattack? 

Mr. Cameron. I knew in general what it was. 

The Cuarrman. Did you ever read it? 

Mr. Cameron. Oh, to tell you the exact truth, I never did. 

The Cuamman. Never did read it? 

Mr. Cameron. No; glanced through it once. 

The Cuarrman. You never read it through? 

Mr. Cameron. That is right. 

The Cuairman. To find out what it was? 

Mr. Cameron. That is correct. I considered it completely irrespon- 
sible. 

The Cuarrman. Irresponsible. That was in 1951? 

Mr. Cameron. That is correct. 

The CuarrmMan. Were you at that time a member of the Communist 
Party, U. S. A.? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, Senator, I am going to decline to answer that 
question and I am going to decline to answer it under three constitu- 
tional rights and I would like to enumerate them. 

As a book publisher I feel that the inquiry into my political associa- 
tion or alleged association by this committee is an interference with 
and an abridgement of freedom of the press under the first amend- 
ment. 

The CuHairman. You think 

Mr. Cameron. May I finish? 

The Cuatrman. You think that the first-—— 

Mr. Cameron. I would like to finish. 

The CuHarrman. Wait just a minute. We can take them up in order 

You say it is an abridgement of the freedom of the press? 

Mr. Cameron. That is correct. 

The CHatrMan. You think that if you ask a man if he is a Com- 
munist and engaged in a conspiracy against his country. 

Mr. Cameron. You didn’t ask that question. 

The Cuarrman. Well, that is what communism is, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Camron. Well, that is what you say, but you didn’t ask that 
question. 

The CHairman. Well, is it? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, which question am I answering now, sir?’ Am 
I giving my reasons for declining 

The Crarrman. I am discussing your reason No. 1. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, my reasons 

The CratrMan. No, we will take up the other reasons. 

Mr. Cameron. May I finish my first one? 
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The Cratrman. You will have every opportunity now to make a 
statement on the other grounds. As a matter of fact, now, you know 
that being a member of the Communist Party is a crime, don’t you ? 

Mr. Cameron. No, I didn’t know it was—is it? 

The CHamrman. Well, now, you certainly ought to know. I cannot 
tell you. Lam not a Communist, I am not a fifth-amendment case. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, now, just a minute, am I a fifth-amendment 
case ¢ 

The CHatrmMan. Sir? 

Mr. Cameron. Am I a fifth-amendment case? 

The Cuarrman,. Well, but wait a minute; we will see in a minute 

Mr. Cameron, All right. 

The Carman. We will see in a minute, 

Mr. Cameron. All right. 

The Crarman. Now, lam not going to recognize your first ground. 

Mr. Cameron. I know you are not. 

The Cuarrmman. All right. 

Mr. Cameron. But I do recognize it. 

The CHairman. Correct. Now, what are your other grounds? 

Mr. Cameron. I also decline to answer that question on the ground 
of the ninth amendment, which states that, in case it has slipped the 
minds of the members of this committee, the amendment states, the 
ninth amendment states that, “The enumeration in the Constitution 
of certain rights shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people,” and among those other rights I consider the 
freedom of thought, the freedom of association, the freedom of opin- 
ion, freedom of privacy, and so forth 

The CHatmrman. Yes, but that does not 

Mr. Cameron. I also—— 

The CHatrman. That does not justify a man engaging in a con- 
spiracy against his country. 

Mr. Cameron, Are you accusing me of engaging in a conspiracy ? 

The Cuarrman. What is your third ground? 

Mr. Cameron. Are you accusing 

The CHarrman. I am asking the questions. What is your third 
grounds? 

Mr. Cameron. Are you accusing me 

The Cuatrrman. What is your third ground ? 

Mr. Cameron. Please, don’t put words in my mouth 

The Cuatrman. What is your third ground? 

Mr. Cameron. My third ground is the privilege of the fifth amend- 
ment, having to do with testifying against one’s self. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. Now, you are a fifth amendment 
case, then, are you not? 

Mr. Cameron. I have become one, in your opinion. 

The CuatrMan, Yes. 

Mr. Cameron. But my last point, however, I think 

Senator JenNER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Cameron. Just a moment. Everybody here knows that you 
have prejudged that matter before I even said so— 

Senator JENNER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuamman. I think frankly your conduct shows what you are, 
Mr. Cameron. 
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Mr. Cameron. I don’t believe it does, 

Senator Jenner. May I state for the record, Mr. Chairman, that 
this committee has had Mr. Cameron before it before as a witness and 
on May 7, 1953, he followed the same tactics, by also using the fifth 
amendment—so, after all, you have been established as a fifth amend- 
ment case long before today. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I don’t know what you mean by fifth amend- 
ment case, and also I think I made it clear I did not appear before a 
committee. 

Senator JENNER. Sure you did, and I presided. 

Mr. Cameron. I appeared before one man. Is one man a com- 
mittee ¢ 

Senator Jenner. Well, the committee was one man 

Mr. Cameron. One man is not a committee, no. 

Senator Jenner. And you took the fifth amendment and carried on 
the same tactics you are today. 

Mr. Cameron. Of course I did. 

Senator Jenner. Of course you did, that is right. 

Mr. Cameron. Now, may I comment on it? 

Senator Jenner. I have got a bookful of his comments, Mr. Chair 
man, pages. 

The Cratrman. Are you now a member of the Communist Party, 
United States of America ? 

Mr. Cameron. I decline to answer the question on the same three 
grounds and I would like to comment on the fact that while 

The Cuarrman. I don’t care—I am not going to permit comments 
when a man declines to answer a question and then lists his grounds. 
We are not going to use this as a propaganda forum for a man who 
will not state he is not a Communist. 

I would be proud to say it, if I was not a Communist, I would be 
proud to say it. f 

Mr. Cameron. This is not, Senator—— 

The Cuatrman. If I had not engaged in a conspiracy against my 
country I would be proud to say it, I would not hide behind the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Camrron. Well—— 

The CHarrMan. We are going to ask you some questions. 

Do you know Harvey Matusow ? 

Mr. Cameron. I do. 

The Cnamman. How long have you known Mr. Matusow? 

Mr. Cameron. Since, oh, I guess, October. I can’t remember 
whether the 22d or 24th, or 1954. 

The Cuatrman. Did you or do you know him as a Communist? 

Mr. Cameron. I do not. 

The Cuamrman. Do you know whether or not he ever belonged to 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Cameron. He said he has, sworn to that fact. 

The Cuatrman. Is that your sole knowledge, what he said, what 
he has sworn to? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

The CuatrmMan. You have no other knowledge at all ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, he probably mentioned that in the process of 
writing his book—but no other knowledge besides those two sources. 

Senator Weiker. Just one question, Mr. Chairman, with regard to 
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the witness’ tirade about his being asked whether or not he was a 
Communist in 1953—— 

Senator Jenner. May 7. 

Senator Weiker. May 7, in which you stated it was a one-man com- 
mittee and not this committee. 

You do know that at that time the rules of the Senate provided that 
one man could take testimony under oath, did you not? 

Mr. Cameron. Of course. I also know that since then they have 
changed the rule. 

Senator Weiker. Very well. All right, now; since they have seen 
fit to change the rule, would you be so kind as to change your testi- 
mony, since there happens to be 4 or 5 Senators present here ? 

Mr. Cameron. Change what testimony ? 

Senator Wetxer. If you were asked before 4 or 5 witnesses or 
Senators, May 7, 1953, “ Are you now or have you ever been a member 
of the Communist Party?” what would your answer be ? 

Mr. Cameron. No; that question is very unclear to me. 

Senator WeLker. Well, it isn’t very unclear 

Mr. Cameron. Well, it is to me. 

Senator Werixer. Very well. You complained that one Senator 

yas presiding and he asked that question 

Mr. Cameron. No; I didn’t complain one Senator asked that. 

Senator We.ker. Very well. 

Mr. Cameron. I made a comment having to do with appearing 
before that committee. 

Senator Weiker. Very well. Now, assuming this is May 7, 1953, 
and the entire—— 

Mr. Cameron. I am not assuming anything. 

Senator We.ker. All right; Iw ill ask the question—and the entire 
committee, Subcommittee on Internal Security, propounded, one of 
the Senators present propounded to you the question, “Are you now 
or have you ever been a member of the Communist Party?” what 
would your answer have been ? 

Mr. Cameron. Now, let’s see. If now 

Senator Weiker. Yes. 

Mr. Cameron. Somebody had asked the question then ? 

Senator WeLxker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. What would my answer have been ? 

Senator WeLker. Yes. Would you have taken the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, that seems to me to be a very difficult syntax. 

Senator Weixker. Well, it is very difficult, but you are a publisher, 
a very brilliant man, and I am concerned about that 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I am concerned about it, because it is very 
unclear. 

Senator WeLker. Well, now, how many Senators would it be neces- 
sary for you to have before you—before you would answer the ques- 
tion, “Are you now or have you ever been a member of. the Communist 
Party,” without taking advantage of the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Cameron. I cannot understand the question. 

Senator Weikrr. You cannot understand that question ? 

Mr. Cameron. I cannot understand that question, “How many 
Senators would you have to have before you?” 

Senator WeiKer. Yes; because you complained that Senator Jenner 
was conducting a one-man hearing. 
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Mr. Cameron. Well, he was. 

Senator Weixer. That is right: and it was perfectly legitimate, 
according to the rules of the United States Senate. 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Senator Wei_ker. Now, what I am trying to bring out, sir: Had 
there been 4 or 5 Senators present and that question was propounded 
to you on May 7, 1953, what would your answer have been / 

Mr. Cameron. My answer would have been, had there been 4 or 5 
Senators present at that time, my answer would have been the same 
as I gave at that time, and for the same reason. 

Senator Weriker. That would have been the fifth amendment, upon 
the ground that you were 

Mr. CAMERON. The first and hfth: they would have been the first 
and fifth. 

Senator Weiker. And, of course, you realize this committee had 
never recognized the first amendment as the basis for not answering / 

Mr. Cameron. I realize this committee has not done so, but that 
does not keep a citizen from 

Senator WeL_ker. Now, all right, we understand; don’t argue. 

Now, we have agreed your answer would have been the same, the 
fifth amendment, on May €,. 1953. 

Mr. ("AMERON. My answer would have been the same as lt Was then. 

Senator Weiker. Very well, sir. That is all. 

Mr. Cameron. You have changed my answer. 

The CuHatrman. Now, there will be admitted into the record the 
statement in Counterattack to which the witness has referred about 
this man, Angus Cameron. 

(The statement in Counterattack of August 31, 1951, relative to 
Mr. Cameron was marked “Exhibit No, 43,° and appears below :) 


ExHIsit No. 438 


The big question is Who brought this professed Communist revolutionary up 
to Boston? 

Could it have been Angus Cameron, who is now the editor in chief of Little, 
Brown, and one of its directors and vice presidents? 

Cameron * * * has an impressive front record—but * * he has never made 
a public avowal of communism. 

Yet last week Louis Budenz, former editor of Daily Worker, testified befor« 
the McCarran committee that he had known Cameron to be a CP member. 

Cameron was trustee of a CP school, the Samuel Adams School (Boston) 
He served on nominations committee of CP-directed Progressive Party found 
ing convention in 1948; was treasurer of National Wallace for President Con 
mittee: made substantial financial contributions to the Wallace campaign, 
and was chairman of Progressive Party of Massachusetts. Here are 
of his fronts: 

Civil Rights Congress (the party’s legal arm and bail fund), World Congress 
for Peace (Paris, 1948), Waldorf Peace Conference, American Continental 
Congress for Peace (Mexico City, 1949), Committee for a Democratie Far Eastern 
Policy, Progressive Citizens of America (board of directors), National Federation 
for Constitutional Liberties, National Conference on American Policy in China 
and the Far East, Bill of Rights Conference, Committee of Welcome for Rey. 
(Red Dean) Hewlett Johnson, National Youth Assembly versus UMT. 

Cameron spoke at rally held by Communist magazine, Masses and Mainstream, 
in behalf of Communist Howard Fast, and sent greetings of solidarity with Fast 
to meeting of National Council of Arts, Sciences, and Professions held to protest 
Fast’s jailing for contempt of Congress. Last year he signed an open letter 
opposing CIO's plan to expel its CP-directed unions: 

Cameron, formerly the general assistant to president of the Bobbs Merrill Co., 
became an editorial representative for Little, Brown in 1938. He worked his 
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way up to editor in chief of the trade department and secretary of the firm, a 
post that gave him a voice in policy matters. He was elected second vice presi- 
dent of Little, Brown in 1948. 


Mr. Cameron. You mean this man, Angus [indicating himself] ? 

The CHatrmMan, Yes. 

Mr. Cameron. I have not referred to any statements in that. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, you referred to the magazine, and we are 
putting them in the record. 

Mr. Cameron. Putting the magazine in ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, with that material going into the 
record, may I oy 8 the possibility of including in the record also 
a defense of Mr. Cameron which appeared in Masses and Mainstream 
for November 1, josit 

The CHairmaAn. Yes, sir. That will be admitted. 

(The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 44 and appears 
ile? ) 
EXHIBIT No. 44 


[From Masses and Mainstream, November 1, 1951] 
BURNING Books, BANNING AUTHORS—CRISIS IN PUBLISHING 


(By Clem Hodges) 


Recently, people on the mailing list of Little, Brown & Co., one of the oldest 
publishing houses in this country, received a remarkable brochure. Printed 
in a pseudo-classical style, with fancy 18th century curlicues, it was in fact a 
document of the Smith Act era. The brochure presented a shamefully abject 
apology for charges of communism directed against Little, Brown by the red- 
baiting rag, Counterattack. 

Interestingly enough, the publishers never mention in their brochure that the 
sole purpose of Counterattack is the professional assassination of artists, enter- 
tainers, and writers through lies, insinuations, and threats. Nor does Little, 
Brown point out that one earns a place in the pages of Counterattack not by 
doing anything un-American, mean, or indecent, but by expressing any of those 
old-fashioned virtues of courage, humanitarianism, and antifascism, which were 
once honored in this country. 

Here is how the publishers lead off their apology : 

“We have prepared this memorandum to correct the highly misleading sum- 
mary of Little, Brown’s publishing activities which appeared in the August 31 
issue of Counterattack. The apparently deliberate attempt of that account is 
to show that Little, Brown has recently become a Communist-front publishing 
house. Those who know us well understand that such a charge is absurd. But 
the distortion of our publishing policy is so exas ggeri ited that we must record 
the facts and reasons which this smear has ignored.” 

Little, Brown continues with the kind of arithmetical and fantastic argument 
which is best illustrated by this passage in the elegantly printed brochure: 

“Twenty books by the remaining 10 authors are now on our list. Of these 
14 are by the 6 authors who will probably continue to offer us their books. 
Adding the 8 single titles listed above to these 14, we find that = in-print books 
of the active authors objectionable to Counterattack total 22, or 3 percent of the 
in-print titles on our list. These 14 authors represent 4 perce nt of the in-priat 
authors on our list.” 

Here percentages are called upon for absolution, and reasoning, in its own 
Way as distorted as the reasoning of those who print Counterattack, is use to 
defend Little, Brown from charges leveled at them by a handful of ex-F BI men 
who run a professional hate sheet. 

No one who has known the history of Little, Brown over the past decade can 
read this brochure with anything but a feeling of sorrow and anger. Sorrow 
because a publishing house which has had a reputation for courage, independence 
of thought, and adherence to the Bill of Rights, no longer occupies such a posi- 
tion—and anger at the spectacle of publishers allowing themselves to be in- 
timidated in such a fashion. 
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Concurrently with its brochure, Little, Brown confirmed the resignation of 
D. Angus Cameron as editor in chief, vice president, and director. A newspaper 
story states that: 

“The resignation came less than 2 weeks after the Scripps-Howard press, can- 
didly admitting its was basing its case on information from Counterattack, the 
anti-Communist weekly news letter * * * began pillorying the publishing house. 
The Scripps-Howard papers charged that Little, Brown, for many years one of 
the most conservative book publishers in America, published under Cameron’s edi- 
torship a succession of authors who were known Communists or ardent Com- 
munist sympathizers’ because Cameron was a ‘Communist sympathizer.’ ” 

The issue, however, is hardly one of whether or not Mr. Cameron was a Com- 
munist sympathizer, nor can the issue even be construed as one concerning the 
political affiliations of Little, Brown’s authors. The issue is simply this: Can 
any freedom of speech or publication survive in America in the present circum- 
stances? Little, Brown’s capitulation to Counterattack, the un-American Com- 
mittee, and the Department of Justice is symptomatic of the acute crisis in Ameri- 
can publishing. 

This crisis can of course be understood only within the general framework 
of terror and intellectual intimidation in the United States today—the Supreme 
Court decision upholding the Smith Act, the McCarran law, the loyalty oath 
inquisition, the FBI raids, and the jailing of several dozen of America’s leading 
intellectuals for political reasons. 

The most acute expressions of the Fascist danger in publishing are the 
Smith Act persecutions. The jailing of John Gates, editor of the Daily Worker ; 
the indictments of Alexander Trachtenberg, head of International Publish- 
ers, of V. J. Jerome, editor of Potitical Affairs, of Al Richmond and Philip M. 
Connelly, editors of the San Francisco Daily People’s World—these cases spear- 
head the drive to place the whole publishing industry under police super- 
vision. 

Only in such a period of organized witch hunts and war hysteria could a pri- 
vate slander agency like Counterattack, and its publication Red Channels, have 
managed to come into the position of power it now holds. 

In a fashion, Counterattack employs the old methods of threat and ransom. 
Thus it is known that Counterattack has lately been visiting various magazines. 
We have the statement of an editor of a magazine who tells of the precise tactics 
used by a Counterattack agent who entered her office at the magazine, implied 
that he was a regular agent of the Department of Justice, and played the 
role of an inquisitor concerning her politics and the politics of those who worked 
with her on the magazine. Behind all the questions was the threat of job loss 
and permanent blacklist should the editor show resistance to the man’s methods. 

The Department of Justice operates less publicly, but it has been told around 
and about the publishing industry that the Department communicated with 
Little, Brown concerning Israel Epstein’s book on China. This is a part of the 
history of the intimidation of Little, Brown and must be grouped with the fact 
that two of its major authors were persuaded to change publishers by the Catholic 
hierarchy while Arthur Schlesinger, Jr., canceled his contract with red-baiting 
fanfare. 

Employees of several large-circulation magazines have described visits to 
their editors by agents of the Justice Department. The purpose was to gather 
political information about employees, and to spread fear. The stories of pub- 
lishers being called before the Un-American Committee are more difficult to 
track down. The publishers themselves will not speak of such visits, but there 
have been clear signs that the committee is building up for a direct attack 
against publishing. 

The pattern of action by these three agencies provides a background to a much 
broader censorship and intimidation which flows from their leadership. In 
Bartlesville, Okla., a librarian was fired for allowing “subversive” material—The 
Nation and the New Republic—in the public library. In Montclair, N. J., the 
local chapter of the Sons of the American Revolution proposed that the public 
library segregate so-called Communist literature and establish a “subversive” 
reading room where all users of so-called subversive books could be registered. 

In the Illinois Legislature, a bill was introduced to establish elaborate ma- 
chinery to censor all teaching material used in the public schools. Four books 
by Mark Van Doren were barred from the library of Jersey City Junior College. 

The New York City school system began by removing Howard Fast’s Citizen 
Tom Paine from its libraries. Soon after, books by Shirley Graham, Arthur 


Miller, and Laura Z. Hobson were taken off the shelves. The book-banning 
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spree was climaxed with the removal of Mark Twain's Connecticut Yankee 
from the school libraries. 

One of the many notorious incidents of this kind was “the battle of the books” 
in Searsdale, N. Y., where a tiny Catholic minority in the local board of edu- 
cation demanded that the books of Louis Untermeyer, Howard Fast, and Shirley 
Graham be characterized as subversive and removed from the school system 
and its libraries. The majority on the school board refused to be intimidated, 
and since this majority included the directors of some of the largest corporations 
in America they could hardly be shouted down by the cry of communism, 
Nevertheless, the dispute has preoccupied the Scarsdale community for months, 
and has caused the board of education to be submerged in threats and counter- 
threats 

The virus of intimidation and self-imposed fear spreads wider every day. A 
former employee of Exposition Press reports that employees who raises ques 
tions of racism in manuscripts or books are immediately charged with being 
Communists. An employee of New American Library which publishes Mentor 
books, let leak to the newspapers the fact that tens of thousands of books by 
Howard Fast and Erie Ambler were to be destroyed as waste. 

When the New York Daily Compass investigated this story, the publisher 
admitted that 130,000 of Fast’s books, and an undetermined number of Eric 
Ambler’s books were to be sold as waste paper. He said this was a common 
practice, necessitated by lack of storage space. But when reporters queried 
another publisher in the same field, they were told that it was an unheard of 
practice, since such books could always be disposed of at a substantially higher 
price than waste 

The books by Fast which New American Library decided to destroy were Con- 
ceived in Liberty and the Unvanquished, both about American Revolution, 

Leadership in the book-banning drive has been taken by the American Legion 
and the hierarchy. For example in the American Legion magazine for January 
1951, Irene Kuhn wrote an article entitled, “Why You Buy Books that Sell Com 
munism.” The article gives the impression that a vast Conspiracy exists among 
many leading commercial periodicals and publishers to promote the dissemina 
tion of communism. 

Any informed person would have recalled that the United States publishing 
industry has voluntarily censored out of existence the publication of all con 
temporary Soviet novels. Any sane persons, by checking the catalogs of various 
publishers, could have established that anti-Soviet and anti Communist books 
have become the main stock in trade. 

But sanity is not plentiful in America today. The Kuhn article was seized 
upon. Not only does the magazine which published it have a circulation of 
8 million, but it was quoted by such syndicated columnists as Georg 
Sokolsky, Bob Considine, John O’Donnell, and Ruth Alexander. It was re- 
printed the following April by Catholic Digest, and without question it had a 
wide and pervasive effect upon publishers and booksellers. 

This Legion article was only the beginning of a general campaign; thousands 
of reprints have been distributed by the American Legion. A _ transcribed 
interview called Poison in Our Books has been broadcast over 120 radio stations, 
and this same broadcast has been printed in an expensive leaflet which is being 
distributed by America’s Future, Ine., an affiliate of Dr. Edward A. Rumley’s 
pro-Fascist Committee for Constitutional Government and originally the spon 
sor of the broadcast. 


some 


Chis same Kuhn article was placed in the Congressional Record 
S, by Representa ive George A. Dondero of Michigan. 


on January 


\merican publishing is at best financially precarious. Where the publishers 
resisted censorship, they found the bookstores, under pressure, returning liberal 
books they had published. 


tacked. 


They found themselves being investigated and at 

They saw their investments slipping away and dangerously imperiled. 

In the face of this, publisher after publisher eliminated liberal books and em 

braced confessions by former Communists, and anti-Soviet tracts, as a means 
purging themselves. 


At the same time major review organs use Trotskyites and Social-Democrats 


is ambulatory blacklists. These people carefully sort out those books by 
progressives which manage to get published and either do a hatchet job on them 
or consign them to silence. 

mong many recent examples, John Howard Lawson's Our Hidden Heritage, 
Lloyd L. Brown's Iron City, Howard Fast’s Peekskill: U. S. A.. were blanketed 
with silence by the commercial press when they appeared. The New York Times 
refused to take an ad for George Marion’s All Quiet in the Kremlin. 
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Censorship has surrounded the United States with a literary Iron Curtain. 
Five years ago American publishers bid eagerly for the book of Louis Aragon. In 
fact, toward the end of the war, Duell, Sloan & Pearce brought out a little volume 
as a tribute to Aragon, honoring him as one of the greatest poets and novelists 
of our time. But Aragon’s latest novel, The Communists, considered by French 
critics the finest novel of his career, has gone begging to publisher after pub- 
lisher, and still has not found a firm with sufficient courage to bring it forth. 
The same holds true of the latest work of Jorge Amado, Pablo Neruda, Llya 
Ehrenburg, and of many other world figures who cannot find publication in this 
supposedly free country. 

Returning to Little, Brown one must note the character of the books singled 
out by Counterattack for destruction. Thirteen of these books and thirteen of 
the authors are listed by Little, Brown in their brochure. They include Ernest 
J. Simmons’ Leo Tolstoy, Barrows Dunham’s Man Against Myth, Dirk J. Struik’s 
Yankee Science in the Making, James S. Martin’s All Honorable Men, Allan 
Chase’s Shadow of a Hero, Albert Deutsch’s Our Rejected Children, and Lillian 
Hellman’s The Autumn Garden. 

Little, Brown fail to specify in the brochure other authors and their work who 
could conceivably be included in the same listing: Albert Maltz and Howard 
East and Gwyn Thomas and Richard O. Boyer and Stefan Heym and Abraham 
Polansky and a number of others. 

It is believed that an important factor involved in the resignation of Angus 
Cameron from Little, Brown has been the firm’s unwillingness to publish Howard 
Fast’s new novel on Spartacus and the revolt of the Roman slaves. Starting 
with the fact that Americans will not be able to read the work of a writer who 
has been one of the most popular and beloved of American authors for nearly 
two decades, consider what this means for American culture when the banning 
of such progressive writers is the practice of virtually every publisher, motion 
picture company, and theater producer in our country. 

In the years he was with Little, Brown, Mr. Cameron earned a reputation for 
his deep and sincere concern with books. Even Time magazine had to point out 
that “since the death of Scribner’s Maxwell Perkins, many people considered 
Cameron the foremost United States book editor.” If, as the Peglers and Wolt- 
mans have claimed, he was responsible for the above-named books and for many 
others, then any thoughtful person would have to see that his was a valuable 
contribution to American literature. 

The crisis in publishing is in fact a crisis in the lives of ail Americans. The 
directors of Little, Brown would do well to ask themselves whether they have not 
sold their birthright for a mess of Fascist pottage. 


Mr. Cameron. Will the other defense be admitted, Senator? 

The CuatrMan. Well now, what do you think— 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I am pretty sure there were others at the time. 

The CuatrmMan. If you have them, yes, sir. 

Senator Werker. Did the Daily Worker make a defense of him? 

The Sg MAN. If you have them, we will be glad to put them in 
the record, but you must remember you are the man that can clear this 
whole thing up by answering the question as to whether or not you are 
a Communist, whether or not you are engaged in a conspiracy against 
this Government and whether or not you are using Matusow as a 
propaganda instrument to hurt this country, you are the man that 
can answer that. 

Mr. Cameron. Senator, are you saying that this committee cannot 
get justice without people giving up their constitutional rights? 

The CuHarrMan. I am saying that you ought to be proud to answer 
to the questions, I am saying that any red-blooded American would 
be proud—- - 

Mr. Cameron. I will tell you something; I am a_ red-blooded 
American— 

The CuatrMan. Yes, you can tell me a lot, but you will not tell 
me whether or not you are engaged in the Communist conspiracy. 

Mr. Cameron. Well now, look- 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 
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Mr. Cameron. Monday night, Senator Watkins said—— 

The CHarrMan. Just a minute—— 

Mr. Cameron. May I comment on Senator Watkins’ statement ? 

The Cuateman (after gaveling). Proceed, Mr. Attorney. 

Mr. Sourwi1ne. Mr. Cameron, are you now or have you ever been 
a Fascist? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. When and where were you born, Mr. Cameron ? 

Mr. Cameron. I was born December 25, 1908, in Indianapolis, Ind. 

Mr. Sourwine. And where were you educated ? 

Mr. Cameron. I was educated at the public schools in Indianapolis, 
and high school in Indianapolis, and De Pauw University. 

Mr. Sourwine. Graduating from De Pauw what year / 

Mr. Cameron. 1930 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Cameron, in the executive session you made a 
distinction between your desire to cooperate with this committee and 
your desire not to cooperate with the Department of Justice. Do you 
remember that ? 

Mr. Cameron. I remember, at that time, Mr. Sourwine—— 

Mr. Sourwine. I want to know whether you are still opposed to 
cooperation with the Department of Justice. 

Mr. Cameron. When you make that statement into a blanket state- 
ment, of course you are mé iking a misstatement. 

I said I did not believe that the Department of Justice was the 
agency or arm of the Government to investigate this particular mat- 
ter, that it seemed to me that since they are, according to Mr. Matusow, 
implicated, that they should not be the ones investigating, and that 
is not a blanket statement about not cooperating with the Department 
of Justice. 

On this issue I feel as I have just stated, and I also feel, or felt 
then, that this oa might make such an investigation. I have 
changed my mind. I don’t believe in it now. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Cameron, do you remember being asked 
executive session about the manuscript of Mr. Starobin’s book, Eye- 
witness in Indochina? 

Mr. Cameron. No, I don’t remember being asked about the manu- 
script. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know, Mr. Cameron, whether the manu- 
script of Mr. Starobin’s book, Eyewitness in Indochina, was sent to 
Moscow before publication ? 

Mr. Cameron. I do not. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Can you say it was not? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I can certainly say it was not by me, and I 
don’t know whether it was or not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you, Mr. Cameron, a member of a conspiracy 
seeking the overthrow of the Government of the United States by force 
and v iolence? 

(Mr. Cameron after pause, laughs.) 

Senator Weixer. Why do you hesitate and smile? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t hesitate. 

Senator WeLker. Why do you smile? 

Mr. Cameron. I smile at the insolence of the question. 

Senator WeLker. Very well, then. Answer the question. 
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Mr. Cameron. I am not a part of any kind of a conspiracy; I am 
a publisher and a citizen who believes that the whole smelly cult of the 
conspiracy in this country has very badly needed airing, and believe 
that the revelations that Mr. Matusow made in this book ought to be 
investigated, and that other people like Mr. Matusow ought to be 
investigated. , 

I have a feeling, however, it is the people that began these investiga- 
tions, who first made the revelations available, namely, the publishers, 
are the ones being investigated. 

Senator WeLKer. Right on that subject, may I have a question? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Cameron, do you believe that the “smelly cult” 
who are members of the Communist Party, who are engaged in sabo- 
tage and espionage against the United States of America, who steal 
secret plans and designs of our most confidential and secret weapons 
and deliver them to the Communist conspiracy, and who are attempt- 
ing to overthrow this country by force and violence, do you not think 
they should be aired, too? 

Mr. Cameron. I didn’t hear the last part. 

Senator Werker. Don’t you think those characters ought to be 
aired, too, in public? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, let me say one thing, Senator—— 

The Cuatrman. Answer the question. 

Senator WreLker. Answer it. 

Mr. Cameron. I have—— 

Senator WeLKER. No; answer my question. 

Mr. Cameron. I have to—— 

Senator WeLker. You made a speech about these men who work for 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and 

Mr. Cameron. I haven’t said anything about the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. 

Senator Weiker. Well, these so-called liars, as your author, Mr. 
Matusow, so named them. 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Senator Wetker. You felt that they ought to be aired, and I ask 
you the very simple question: Don’t you feel that the Communists who 
are stealing our plans, who are dedicated to the overthrow of this 
country by force and violence, by a like token should be aired before 
the American people ? 

Mr. Cameron. I believe anybody or any organization that is at- 
tempting to overthrow this country by force and violence should be 
investigated. 

Senator WeLKeErR. Yes. 

Did you have anything to do with the defense committee for the 
Rosenbergs 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t know whether I was on the defense commit- 
tee or not. I don’t think so. 

Senator WeLker. You don’t know whether you were or not 

Mr. Cameron. I certainly would have. 

Senator Werxer. Do you recall what they were convicted of ? 

Mr. Cameron. No, I don’t, exactly. 

Senator Weiker. And they were sentenced to death ? 

Mr. Cameron. That is right. 
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Senator Weriker. Their penalty was death? 

Mr. Cameron. That is right. 

Senator WeLker. And you don’t recall whether or not you had any- 
thing to do 

Mr. Cameron. Oh, I thought you referred to the committee. 

Senator WeLker. No. I said, you don’t recall whether or not you 
were on the committee for the defense of the Rosenbergs / 

Mr. Cameron. No; I just wanted to be technically accurate on my 
relationship—I—you are now discussing the Rosenberg case / 

Senator Weixer. That is right. I wanted your observations with 
respect to them. 

Mr. Cameron. What do you want to know about the Rosenbergs ? 

Senator Wetker. I asked the question. Please answer. 

Mr. Cameron. I am sorry; the question seemed to be very diffusing. 

Senator Weixer. I think you finally came around and said you were 
not on that Rosenberg defense committee. 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t believe I was. 

Senator Werker. Did you take any activity whatsoever with re- 
spect to their defense ? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. Will you tell us what that was? 

Mr. Cameron. Oh, the expression of my opinion that—that they 
were—that they did not get a complete piece of American justice, a 
thought which I still hold. 

Senator Werker. You still hold they were unfairly tried and un- 
fairly executed ? 

Mr. Cameron. Ido. I haven’t the slightest doubt it will be demon- 
strated, just like it was in the Sacco-Vanzetti case. 

Senator Weiker. Yes, sir. I think you completely answered my 
question, sir. 

Did you contribute any ce 

Mr. Cameron. I may have; I don’t remember. 

Senator WeLker. You don’t remember that ? 

Mr. Cameron. I would have, had anybody asked me. 

Senator Weiker. Well, certainly, someone—— 

Mr. Cameron. If I had them. 

Senator Weiker. If you had them—Well, you are a man who is not 
just exactly broke, are you, Mr. Cameron ? 

Mr. Cameron. You want to go into my finances? 

Senator WELKER. ae we will go into that a little later, I think. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I am pretty much -pretty near broke. 

Senator WeLker. I think that is not going to break my heart, either. 

Mr. Cameron. That doesn’t interest me in the slightest, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Cameron, you stated that you thought any 
organization which was advocating and conspiring the overthrow of 
the Government of the United States by force or violence should be 
investigated ? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t believe I said that. 

The CHarrMan. Well, now, what was it? 

Mr. Cameron. I believe—Senator, you may be correct, but I believe 
| accepted the question, that is, Sen itor Welker’s—— 

The CHarrman. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Cameron. I believe I accepted Senator Welker’s question, and 
I don’t believe it was that care ‘fully worded. I believe it referred to 
stealing atomic secrets ae plotting the overthrow of the Government. 

The CHarrnmMan. Yes, si 

Mr. CAMERON. ea cae just used the words 

The CHarrmMan. And your answer was then 

Mr. Cameron. You just used the word “advocate,” I think; you 
used the technical term - 

The CHarrMan. Advocate and conspire. 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

The CHamman. Now, is your answer that you think it shou!d be 
investigated ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, now, this is a different question 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Cameron. From Senator Welker’s question. 

The CuHarrmMan. All right. 

Mr. Cameron. The only point I am trying to make—this is not to 
be evasive—— 

The CuHarrman. I know you are not, but I want to get you to answer 
this question. Senator Welker’s question was that an organization 
which was stealing atomic secrets and attempting to overthrow the 
Government of the United States by force and violence should be 
investigated. 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

The CuHarrMan. Your answer was that it should? 

Mr. Cameron. Any organization ; yes. 

The Cuamrman. Yes, sir. Any of ‘them, any organization. 

Now, do you draw a distinction, as an organization which is con- 
spiring—— 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

The CHarrman. To overthrow the Government of the United 
States—— 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. y force and violence ? 

Mr. CAMERON. meee did not. The only thing I wanted to be quite 
sure was this: That I gathered, and perhaps I am wrong in jumping 
to the conclusion, but 1 gathered Senator Welker was saying and was 
referring to the C ommunist Party, and referring to the fact it had 
been proved to be plotting to overthrow the Government by force and 
violence. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Cameron. And I did not think that had been the case. 

The Cuarrman. Now you anticipate what I was going to ask you. 

Do you think that any organization that is attempting to overthrow 
the Government of the United States by force or violence and con- 
spiring to do so should be investigated ? 

Mr. Cameron. Uh-huh. 

The Cuairman. Now, I ask you if the Communist Party, in your 
judgment, is a conspiracy to overthrow the Government of the United 
States by force or V iolence. 

Mr. Cameron. You are asking me if it is a conspiracy ? 

The Cuatrman., If in your judgment it conspires to overthrow the 


Government of the United States by force or violence. 
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Mr. Cameron. Well, I don’t know very much about—TI cannot an- 
swer the que stion. I ean give an opinion, ] guess that is what you 
are asking. 

Phe Crairman. I am asking your judgment. 

Mr. C ron. I am not an expert on it, but I would say that—that 
if there were the real conviction that this party, political party, or any 
other party, were conspiring to overthrow the Governme nt, that the 
party would be declared illegal. 

Now, I know that certain members of the party have been found 
euilty of conspiring to advocate, in a very—I would say it seemed to 
me—controversial case, involving defense and—not being an expert 
of the subject, I suppose that is about all I can tell you. 


Phe Cuamman. Well, now, what is your answer: In your judgment, 
do the Communist Pa recy conspire to overthrow the ¢ Government of 


the United States by force or violence? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I would say that thus far it has not been 
proven they have done that. 

The Cuatrman. I asked what your judgment was; if your judg- 
ment is it cloes not 

Mr. Cameron. My judgment would be that if it were conspiring to 
overthrow the Government by force or violence, its members would 
have been found guility of that; since they were not, I suppose it is 
my judgment they are probably not guilty. 

The CHatrrMan, Yes. 

nator WELKER. Just a moment. Are you stating to the com- 

mittee no members have been found guilty ?, 
Mr. Cameron. Of conspiring to overthrow the Government ? 
Senator Werixer. Yes: the Smith Act. 
Mir. Cameron. I believe that is right. 
Senator Wetxer. Do you know what the Smith Act is? 
Mr. Canreron. I thong they were found guilty of —— 


Senator Wetxer. Adv: ‘ating the overthrow of the Government of 
the United States by force naan violence. 

Mr. Cameron. No: that is different from what—— 

Senator Weiter. What have you to say about that? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I say that I said a minute ago; it seems to me 


it is a controversial case, and it would seem to me that judges in high 
places have so indicated $3 
Senator Wexiker. Very well. 


The CuHatrman. That is your judgment. I wanted your 


Mr. Cameron. Look, Senator, my judgment has to be made from a 

The Cuatrm an. All right. 

Mr. Cameron. Such as that the Supreme Court opinion is very im- 
rmy judgement. 

The CHatmrMan, vY", ‘ll, it is your judgment, then, that it advocates 
the overthrow of the Government of the United States by force or 


Cameron. It is my judgment it does that, you say? 
(CHAIRMAN. Yes: is that your judgment ? 

Mr. Cameron. No; you said that—that is your judgment. 

The Cuarrman. No; I say, what is your judgment on that question ? 





STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 707 


Mr. CAMERON. My judgment is that it is a very controversial issue. 
I don’t think it has been decided vet. 

The Cuatmman. Well, you can have a judgment on a question that 
has not been decided, Mr. Cameron; you can have a judgment on a 
question that has been decided in a Way that you do not believe is 
correct, 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

The Cuamman. Now, I ask you again, what is your judgment; is 
he Communist Party does the Communist Party advocate the over- 
hrow of the Government of the United States by force or violence ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, as far as I can tell, I don’t believe it does; no. 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Senator WeLker. You have paid no attention—let me, Mr. Chair 
man, go back again to the conviction under the Smith Act, where they 
advocated the overthrow of our country by force and violence 

Mr. Cameron. No; I make quite special notice of that, sir 

Senator Wretxer. And you think, perhaps, there was a miscarriage 
of justice? 

Mr. Cameron. I think that a difference of opinion in high judicial 
levels indicates that is so. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, do you advocate the overthrow of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States by force or violence? 

Mr. Cameron. I do not. 

The CHarrMan. Sir? 

Mr. Cameron. I do not. 

Senator Weixker. Going back, Mr. Chairman, to my further inter- 
rogation : 

I take it you disagree with the jury and the jurors who found the 
defendants guilty in the various Smith Act cases, and that you dis- 
agree with the appellate courts that sustained that verdict; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. I would say, Senator, that my feeling about that is 
as follows—— 

Senator Werxker. I didn’t hear that. 

Mr. Cameron. My feeling is as follows: 

My judgment is, I think that the Smith Act cases are extremely 
important, because very fundamental rights of citizens of this country 
are at stake in these cases. 

I believe that the—that it is an issue that has not really been decided, 
because I think the Government decision, or the Department of Justice 
decision to try the cases on the question of advocacy, to the best of 
my judgment—and I say I am not an expert about it, because I have 
not read the whole, complete record—to the best of my judgment, as 
the result of my trial suit ideas— 

Senator Weiker. Trial suit ideas? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. There is a big area of disagreement. 

Senator Werxer. All right. I don’t know of any lawsuit in w 
there has not been a great difference of opinion. There wouldn’t be 
any, unless there was a difference of opinion. 

Mr. Cameron. That is obvious. 

Senator Weixer. Can you offer any suggestions to the committee 
as to how you are going to remedy this situation and protect our coun- 
try against people who advocate the overthrow of this country by force 
and violence ? 


4 
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Mr. Cameron. Well, yes; I have a lot of suggestions. 

Senator Weiker. Well, I would like to hear them. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, for instance- 

Senator Wereiker. First, would one be the abolition of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation ? 

Mr. Cameron. You have asked me two—you say you would like to 
hear them ? 

Senator Weiker. Yes. And if you will let me proceed with this 
one, you can go ahead with yours. 

Mr.’°Cameron. Well, let me answer them in my own order. 

Senator Wetker. Very well, you go ahead in your own order. 

Mr. Cameron. You know, it seems to me that one of the first ways 
would be to make it available to citizens who come before such inves- 
tigative committees as this, similar rights as the privileged Senators, 
when they get before their own committees, to be investigated, such 
as Senator McCarthy, of not only having counsel who, in the case 
of a citizen, has to sit mute until you let him talk; counsel who can 
cross-examine people, like yourself, who can submit to the commit- 
tee 

Senator Weixer. What does that have to do with the Smith Act 
cases? I thought we were on the Smith Act? 

Mr. Cameron. We weren’t on the Smith Act. 

Senator Wetker. I beg your pardon. I asked you what you would 
do to help. 

Mr. Cameron. To help what? 

Senator Werriker. To rectify those matters about those who had 
been convicted, and you did not agree, to overthrow—— 

Mr. Cameron. I would like the record read, because that isn’t the 
question. 

Senator Werxer. All right. I submit the record is clear enough 
for me. I will turn it back to the chairman. 

The CHarrman. Counsel may proceed. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Mr. Cameron, who set up the books of Cameron 
& Kahn? 

Mr. Cameron. Who set up the books? Well, I did, partly. As ] 
told you the other day, I had the advice of an accountant. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Who was that accountant ? 

Mr. Cameron. Is that relevant to this investigation ? 

Mr. Sourwrnr. Who was that accountant? 

(The chairman left the hearing room.) 

Senator Jounsron (presiding) (gaveling). Answer the question. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, since I have already answered that again, I 
will answer it again, Mr. David Ratner. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Who is Mr. David Ratner? 

Mr. Cameron. David Ratner is an accountant. You mean, who is 
he employed by 4 

Mr. Sourwtne. That is one way of answering who he is; yes, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, is that the way you want it answered ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Cameron, you know how we want it answered. 
Who is he employed by? 

Mr. Cameron. All right, sir. He is employed by the United Elec- 
trical, Radio and Machine Workers Union. I think he also does some 
other—you know, free lance accounting. 
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Mr. Sourwitne. Was he doing free lance accounting when he helped 

you set up the books of Cameron & Kahn? 

Mr. Cameron. He was—I suppose you might say that. 

Mr. Sovrwine. He did that without compensation from you, didn't 
ie ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. He did it without compensation thus far. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you intend to compensate him ‘ 

Mr. Cameron. Well, yes, when it is, you know, financially possible 
for us to do so, some arrangement will be made by which occasional 
assistance would have been compensated for. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever paid him anything for the work he 
has done in connection with the books? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t believe so, yet. 

Mr. Sourwine. And how long is it since he began doing this work 
for you? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, perhaps he had been 

Mr. SourwineE. When did you set up Cameron & Kahn ‘ 

Mr. Cameron. April 1953. 

Mr. Sourwine. It was at that time, or before, that Mr. Ratner started 
assisting you with the books of Cameron & Kahn ? 

Mr. Cameron. No: it was after that. 

Mr. Sourwine. How far after that ? 

Mr. Cameron. Oh, I guess the first time that we had a quarterly 
statement, I believe that was it, maybe 3 or 4 months afterward. 

Mr. Sourwine. For the first 3 or 4 months you didn’t have any 
books ? ; 

Mr. Cameron. Sure we had books, we just hadn’t drawn up a state- 
ment. 

Mr. Socrwine. You don’t know whether Mr. Ratner is a member 
of the Communist Party, U.S. A.? 

Mr. Cameron. I do not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he has a regular affiliation 
with that party / 

Mr. Cameron. I do not. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know Carl Marzani? 

Mr. Cameron. I do. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Is he a member of the Communist Party, U.S. A.? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwine. Was he a member of the Communist Party, U.S. A.? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know that he has been convicted of a criminal 
offense by a court of the United States ? 

Mr. Cameron. I do. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know what the offense was? 

Mr. Cameron. Technically, and the technical term, the technical 
nature of the offense, I don’t know offhand. I think he was unjustly 
convicted——— 

Mr. Sourwine. Of what? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, as I say, I cannot remember exactly. 

Mr. SourwrNe. You said you believe he was unjustly convicted. 
Of what ? 

Mr. Cameron. I think the technical term was [after pause | 


viving 
incorrect information, perhaps. 
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Mr. Sourwirne. And what was the information he was convicted of 
having incorrectly given ? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Don’t you know that the basis of his conviction was 
giving information indicating he was not a member of the Communist 
Party when, in fact, he was? 

Mr. Cameron. No; I didn’t, actually I didn’t really—I am not very 
familiar—— 

Mr. Sourwine. Well, if you did not know that, how in the world did 
you arrive at the conclusion he was unjustly convicted ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I will tell you how I got that. [arrived at it 
I arrived at it because I have respect for his work. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Marzani ever tell you he was unjustly 
convicted ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. Mr. Marzani told me on one occasion that one of the 
chief witnesses against him was subpenaed by the State of Washing- 
ton, I believe 

Mr. Sourwrne. Answer the question. 

Mr. Cameron (continuing). On the ground of perjury, that the 
subpena was 

Senator JoHNston (gaveling). Answer the question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully request that the re 
porter be instructed not to take down any words of witness or counsel 
after the chairman gavels, until the chairman asks the proceedings to 
continue. I think that may stop this speechmaking. 

Mr. Cameron. This isa hearing, Mr. Sourwine 

Senator JoHnston (gaveling). Proceed. Ask the question, and the 
witness will answer the question. 

Mr. Cameron. You will have to ask it again. 

Mr. Sourwine. I asked if Mr. Marzani has told you he had been 
unjustly convicted. Either he did or he didn’t? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Mr. Marzani ever tell you that he was not a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Cameron. No, 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did Mr. Marzani ever discuss 

Mr. Cameron. Never discussed. 

Mr. SourwiNe (continuing). The question of his membership 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. Never discussed that. 

Mr. Sourwtne. We had the question a moment ago of Mr. David 
Ratner. Did you know that Mr. Ratner had signed a Communist 
Party election petition in New York City for the election of 1939-40? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I know that you mentioned that the other day. 
I don’t know it for a fact. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Mr. Ratner has signed a Communist 
Party petition in the 1945 election for councilman in New York 
City—Brooklyn ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I know that you mentioned that the other day. 
I don’t know that. 

Mr. Sourwine. You don’t know that. 
Do you know Julius Emspak? 
Mr. Cameron. I do. 
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Mr. Sourwine. Is hea member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. I have no knowledge of his political affiliations. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is Mr. Emspak an official of the United Electrical, 
Radio, and Machine Workers Union? 

Mr. CaMErON. He is. 

Mr. Sourwine. He isa friend of yours? 

Mr. Cameron. He is. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is Carl Marzani a friend of yours? 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is Mr. Marzani a friend of long standing? 

Mr. Cameron. I haven’t known Mr. Marzani too long; I have only 
known him, I guess, a few years. 

Mr. Sourwine. Has Mr. Marzani become your friend since his 
conviction ? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know V.J. Jerome? 

Mr. Cameron. I have met him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is he a friend of yours? 

Mr. Cameron. I wouldn’t say so; I have only met him on a couple of 
occasions. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is Mr. V. J. Jerome a member of the Communist 
Party, United States of America ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, as I told you the other day in this last hearing, 
this kind of proceedings, again—— 

Senator JoHnston. Mr. Cameron—— 

Mr. Cameron. I will answer the question. 

Senator Jounston. Answer the question. 

Mr. Sourwine. I asked you a question that you can answer “Yes” or 
“No,” or “I don’t know,” and then if you have an explanation, you 
may give it. 

Mr. Cameron. Allright. Ask the question. 

Mr. Sourwine. The question is: Is Mr. V. J. Jerome a member of 
the Communist Party, United States of America? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t know of my own knowledge. 

Now, may I make an explanation ! 

Senator Jounston. You have aright to do that. 

Mr. Cameron. Sir? 

Senator Jonnston. You have a right. 

Mr. Cameron. As I started to say, in this last hearing, since this 
kind of an investigation has begun in this country, I have made a 
particular point, it is always a point as far as I am concerned, but a 
particular point, not to make my first consideration of a person I may 
meet or learn about, what his particular affiliations are. 

L have a feeling that this whole business of guilt by association 
is a—— 

Senator WELKER. Just a moment. 

I insist, not a word was said about guilt by association. 

Mr. Cameron. I have; I am saying a word about it because it is in 
this connection, and it is part of my explanation that the chairman has 
allowed. 

I have made a particular point not to look into people’s affiliations 
or to ask them about them. 

Now, presumably, on the basis of the Smith Act cases, Mr. Jerome— 
I guess he is the one we were talking about—is a Communist, perhaps. 
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I am only saying that I have made no particular point, and shall con- 
tinue to make no point of trying to ferret out and find out what people's 
political associations are. I judge people by themselves. 

Senator Jounston. Proceed with the questions. 

We realize your position, you have stated it 2 or3 times. Hereafter 
it will not be necessary to repeat the same. 

Mr. Cameron. I didn’t realize I had. 

Senator WreLker. Mr. Chairman—— 

Senator Jenner. Mr. Chairman—— 

Senator JOHNsToN. Senator Jenner. 

Senator JENNER. The witness keeps referring to the Communist 
Party as a political party. I think there has been enough testimony 
taken aa enough record established by our Government and congres- 
sional committees, that the Communist Party is not referred to as a 
political party; it is referred to as a conspiracy to overthrow and 
destroy this country by force and violence, and I think when you in- 
quire into matters of politic ‘al belief, I do not believe the Communist 
Party is a political party, it is a conspiracy, criminal conspiracy. 

I don’t like to see our record cluttered up with that kind of trivia. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, Senator, your opinion on that is already well 
known. 

Senator Jenner. That is the opinion of the courts and the opinion 
of the reports, not only mine, necessarily. 

Mr. Cameron. It is not the opinion of the courts—— 

Senator JoHnston. We don’t care to have any argument from the 
witness. We want the facts here. 

Pre weed. 

Mr. Sovurwitne. Do you know Alexander Trachtenberg? 

Mr. Cameron. I have met him. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is hea friend of yours? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I don’t know you would call him a friend. I 
have met him perhaps three times. 

Mr. Sourwitne. How long have you known him ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I guess I met him first in—well, I think prob- 
ably 1953. 

Mr. Sourwine. You never knew Mr. Trachtenberg before 1953? 

Senator Jenner. Mr. Chairman, what date? 

Senator Jounston. What date in 1953? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I cannot remember. 

Senator Jonnston. Approximately. 

Mr. Cameron. I will explain—— 

Senator Jounsron. Spring, summer, winter, fall, or what? 

Mr. Cameron. I would say it was probably in the summer. I can 
remember the oceasion, but I cannot remember the exact time, but I 
would say it was in the summer of 1953. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever attend a Communist Party meeting 
with Mr. Trachtenberg? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you ever deal with Mr. Trachtenberg on Com- 
munist Party business? 

Mr. Cameron. No; the only discussions I have ever had with Mr. 
Trachtenberg have been about books. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did—— 
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Mr. Cameron. And about one other thing I did; 1 wrote an intro- 
duction to a pamphlet in defense of Mr. Trachtenberg’s right to pub- 
lish—I had a discussion with him about that. 

Senator WELKER. Publish what. 

Senator JouNnston. What was it he was publishing at that time / 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I don’t know what he was publishing at that 
time, sir, but my feeling is that—my feelings about certain things 
that happened 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Chairman, the witness started to say he wrote 
something 

Mr. Cameron. And Trachtenberg 

Senator WELKER. Just a moment. 

With respect to Mr. Trachtenberg’s right to publish something. 
Now, I merely ask you, what was he publishing that you wanted to 
vivocate 4 

Mr. Cameron. He was the head of a big publishing house 

Senator Werker. Did you write something about that 4 

Mr. Cameron. I did. 

Senator We.ker. Did he have the right to be head of a publishing 
house 4 

Mr. Cameron. No; you see, I had the feeling 

Senator WELKER. Now, come on, tell us what you know about it. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, now, don’t talk to me that way. 

Senator Wetker, Well, all right—we are delaying this matter 
I don’t want to be impatient, and I know you didn’t, and I am sorry 

f I offended you, sir. 

Mr Cameron. Well, you did. 

Senator WeLKer. Well, I am sorry, sir. 

‘Tell me this: What did you write, advocating his right to publish 
what ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I can’t remember the exact words I wrote at 
the time, but I could tell you what I think about that and what | 
thought 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Chairman 

Senator WeLKer. You haven’t even named the book. 

Mr. Cameron. I wrote a piece in defense of Trachtenberg, whom 
[ had never at that time met. Ithink Mr. Sourwine has the pamphlet 
in front of him, in which I stated, either in the pamphlet or—I think 

n the pamphlet, that—it was my opinion then, and is still my opinion, 
that Trachtenberg—that Trachtenberg’s indictment under the Smith 
Act was an infraction and an abridgement of the freedom of the press. 

Senator WeLKer. Well, now, we finally have got an answer. The 
document was Freedom to Publish, by Angus Cameron, and printed 

n Masses and Mainstream; is that correct ? 

Mr. Cameron. No; I don’t know it was printed in Masses and 
Mainstream. 

Senator Jonnston. Have you in any of your writings condemned 
anybody that has ever been convicted of any crime that might be 
connected with communism—in any way have you condemned them ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I don’t know that I have ever written any 
thing that condemns anybody of any crime—in connection with com 
munism—that is a pretty general question. 
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Senator Jounsron. You have defended every man that has been 
convicted of any crime that might have been connected with the Com- 
munists; isn’t that true? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, now, Senator, it is proper, isn’t it, still in this 
country to have a difference of opinion ? 

Senator Jounsron. What I am getting at: In every instance, 
though, you have defended those people, haven't you? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, let me put it this way, Senator 

Senator Jounston. Answer the question. 

Mr. Cameron. I will try to answer the question. My defense of 
the various people in this period has been the defense of some people 
who—of the people who have been under attack by the tendency or 
drift or direction in American life, which I happen to disapprov e—I 
think that we are in the midst of a witch hunt, because in my opin- 
10n—— 

Senator Jounstron. If you had your way, there would be no investi- 
gating committees, there would be no FBI running down the people 
who are tr ying to destroy this Government of ours; isn’t that true? 

Mr. Cameron. That is not true, Senator, and you know it. 

Senator Jounston. Well, why have you taken sides with those peo- 
ple that have been—and you have been criticizing the committee and 
you criticize the FBI activity in this field, and you have even gone 
so far as to criticize the courts. 

Now, tell me one you have not criticized. 

Mr. Cameron. Senator, is there anything wrong in this country to 
criticize this committee? 

Senator Jounston. What I am getting at, it looks as if you have 
criticized everything connected with any kind of investigation, of the 
Congress. 

Mr. Cameron. You see, I don’t happen to consider that is the case 
at all, Senator; I have the feeling 

Senator Jounston. Point out one case where you have not. 

Mr. Cameron. Look, let me—— 

Senator Jounston. Just one case; tell us. 

Mr. Cameron. Let me answer—I have the feeling that certain mem- 
bers of this committee 

Senator Jounstron. I am not asking you that question. 

Mr. Cameron. [ am—— 

Senator Jounston. Tell us one case. 

Mr. Cameron. This is the way I have to answer it. I happen to 
believe 
Senator Jounston. We don’t care about your belief here today. 
We want to know wherein you have helped defend this Government 

of ours in one single case. 

Mr. Cameron. Oh, do you mean this Government of ours? 

Senator Jounsron. Well, you have taken the part of those that are 
trying to destroy it, haven’t you? 

Mr. Cameron. No; I haven’t taken part 

Senator Jounston. Those people that were tried and convicted, you 
have taken their part. 

Mr. Cameron. That isa different matter. They were not convicted 
of crimes to destroy this Government that I know of. 














pecrtnannsecedtetnt 








STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 715 
You see, my belief, Senator, is that while the surface of such investi- 
gations—or of many investigations, let us put it that way—states one 
thing about investigating people trying to overthrow the Govern- 
ment. I don’t believe that is what the investigations are really for. 

I believe they are investigating something much joann: they 
are investigating the sphere—the whole democratic process in this 
country. That is what I believe. That is my opinion. 

Senator JoHNston. Well, we don’t care about your opinion. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I know, but I do. 

Senator JoHnston. We are not calling everybody in the United 
States to give their opinion of aint they believe. If we did, we 
wouldn’t get anywhere. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Cameron, I send you a photostat of an article 
entitled “The Freedom to Publish,” by Angus Cameron, which ap- 
peared in Masses and Mainstream, January 1955, and I ask if that is 
an article which you wrote. 

Mr. Cameron. That is a speech I have given. 

Mr. Sourwine. That is the text of a speech you gave? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes, substantially. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Did you know that has been published in Masses 
and Mainstream ? 

Mr. Cameron. No; as a matter of fact, I have—that is the first 
time I have seen it. 

Mr. Sourwtne. I ask this may go in our record. 

(The article referred to appears below :) 


[From Masses and Mainstream, January 1955] 
THE FREEDOM To PuBLISH 
(By Angus Cameron ) 


The 30th anniversary of International Publishers coincides with the 70th 
birthday of its founder and director, Alexander Trachtenberg. There is some- 
thing quite interesting about these two anniversaries. When one looks at the 
output and influence of the publishing house, one considers that it must be the 
house which is celebrating its TOth anniversary. And when one looks into the 
eyes of the man, one thinks that possibly it is the man who is celebrating the 
other anniversary. 

Speaking from this moment in American history I think it is pertinent to note 
that the chief significance of the anniversary is simply this: International 
Publishers is still in business. With its editor and publisher, under Federal 
sentence, and the ideas of the books it has published considered by a handful 
of witceh-hunters as dangerous to the safety of our country, this house is never- 
theless still publishing books and selling them the country over. 

Now the question naturally arises: Who is defending International Publishers? 
Yes. many who believe in freedom of the press are active in defense of this 
firm. But they are. after all. in the minority—at least they are in a minority 
voenlly. And their force is not great enough, powerful and eloquent though it 
be, to protect this distinguished dissenting house from the wild hysteria and 
brutal witch-hunting of the McCarthy conspiracy. Then if the continued exist 
ence cannot be explained by the defense of a vocal few. how is it to be explained? 

I believe it is to be explained by the fact that the forces of political and 
economic reaction and obsecurantism are facing a silent, residual opposition. 
And this oppesition is so powerful that even though the Brownell-type would 
love to close every dissenting press and silence every unorthodox typewriter, 
the fact is that they can't do it. They do not dare do it. The silent, obdurate, 
stubborn resistance of the American people to war, to McCarthyism, to colonial 
a vane an to Dullesism, is a protection to a free press. The truth of it is that 
as bad as things may have got, they are now turning in another direction. The old 
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adage that when prejudice and interest meet in combat, interest wins, is showing 
its truth again in these days when the poison of the cold war and the shameful 
Red scare cannot overcome the interest which the people have in peace, jobs, 
and security, and the freedom of the press. 

The American people have simply not shown any basic readiness to cast aside 
finally the simple eloquence of the first amendment: “Congress shall make no 
law abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press.” For those stirring years 
during the New Deal when the American people had the bit of their own destiny 
in their own teeth, American life took on bravely and without fear the most 
democratic and revolutionary idea in its magnificient tradition. It is littk 
wonder, then, that respectable publishers would invite Alexander Trachtenberg 
to a reception in his honor—which they did 20 years ago—and in honor of the 
house and the list of books for which he was so largely responsible. It was safe 
to honor a man for doing what others did not quite dare to do. It was not con 
sidered treason then to publish books which take a materialist view of reality 
and which advance theories of history, change, and science. 

American publishing showed quite clearly how it felt about the 10th birth 
day of a publishing house which specialized in Socialist classics for workers and 
others who could not read them in original editions. On that occasion, suc) 
celebrated names as Alfred A. Knopf, Bennett Cerf, Thomas R. Coward, B. W 
Huebsch, Freda Kirchway, Malcolm Cowley, Lewis Gannett, the late W. W 
Norton, and many others, joined to honor the house which Alexander Trachten 
berg had founded 10 years before. 

But 20 years have seen many changes. Though International continued to 
publish books taking the same view of reality and offering the same solution to 
man’s problems of peace, security, and cultural aspirations, it was not possible 
in 1952 to rally one single working publishing figure to express an opinion about 
the illegal persecution of the editor and director of the same International 
Publishers. The cold war, the ignorance and venal greed of a handful of busi 
ness adventurers willing to hazard the lives of the entire American people in a 
hot atom war, the intimidation, the ignorant, loudmouthed prating and baw]; 
of a McCarthy, the innuendo, the character assassination, the persecution, 
prosecution, and jailing of dissenters under the Smith Act, the assault on books, 
schools, ideas, the emergence of the silly J. Edgar Hoover as a literary critic 
and a protector of learning in America—all of these strange, fearsome, and un 
American developments of the past few years have silenced both the timid and, 
in many cases, even men who have been brave in the past. Indeed, one cannot 
determine whether it was 20 years of prosperity or 10 years of cold war which 
silenced the one time vocal supporters of International Publishers. 

But perhaps it is a bit too simple to say that the publishing fraternity which 
celebrated the tenth anniversary of International Publishers now has deserted 
the dissenting house. I believe that just as the silence of the American people 
on the subject can be mistaken by democrats as acquiescence, so must we consider 
this official publishing silence. The fact is that the publishing fraternity has 
not spoken out as individuals to defend Alexander Trachtenberg and Interna 
tional, but it is equally true that in a very real way they have spoken as a 
collective. 

Not one of these men came to the assistance of their fellow publisher when 
he was hailed into court and when the books he has published were introduced 
as evidence against him, The trial of Alexander Trachtenberg was a trial of 
the books he published; the Court literally allowed the Government to put the 
books themselves on trial, for if ever a trial was a thought-control trial this one 
was. But while none of the publishers raised a voice against this outrage, the 
lesson of that fateful day in February 1953 when a man was sentenced to prison 
for publishing books was evidently not lost on the rest of the publishing fraternity. 

Four and a half months after Alexander Trachtenberg was sentenced, the 
annual meeting of the American Library Association, representing 21,000 librar 
ians the country over joined with the American Book Publishers’ Council in 
issuing a resolution or manifesto which is still one of the finest expressions of 
the will to defend the Bill of Rights that has ever come from a collection of 
American citizens. Though the voices were anonymous, the words which Trach- 
tenberg spoke when he was sentenced were eloquently echoed in this now famous 
resolution. Though the head of International Publishers stood alone as a book 
publisher before the court to defend free books, his voice was amplified in the 
famous resolution which still provides a platform on which all who would 
defend the first amendment can unite and stand: 
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“The freedom to read is essential to our democracy. It is under attack. [Tri- 
vate groups and public authorities in various parts of the country are working 
to remove books from sale, to censor textbooks, to label ‘controversial’ books, 
to distribute lists of ‘objectionable’ books or authors, and to purge libraries. 

“We are deeply concerned about these attempts at suppression * * * and sup- 
pression is never more dangerous than in such a time of social tension. Freedom 
has given the United States the elasticity to endure strain. Freedom keeps 
open the path toward novel and creative solutions, and enables change to come 
by choice. Every silencing of heresy, every enforcement of an orthodoxy, di- 
minishes the toughness and resiliency of our society and leaves it the less able 
to deal with stress. * * * Now as always in our history, books are among our 
greatest instruments of freedom. They are almost the only means for making 
generally available ideas or manners of expression that can initially command 
only a small audience.” 

Now, while those who know most about books and have the greatest responsi- 
bility for defending free expression of ideas about books are uttering these stirring 
sentiments, one of the “groups” referred to above is diligently preparing new 
cases against American citizens under the Smith Act. The Attorney General’s 
Office, staffed with ambitious and cynical bright young men all heading toward 
some judgeship plum, unable to find a single shred of evidence against progressive 
Americans they are prosecuting, have conjured up the charge of conspiracy to 
advocate, a fancy legalistic euphemism for*teaching. The real defendants in 
each and every one of the Smith Act trials, including of course the one which 
sentenced Alexander Trachtenberg, have been books mostly published in the 
United States by International Publishers. 

Dr. John Somerville, who testified as an expert witness for the defense in the 
Philadelphia Smith Act trials, said that each morning the real nature of the trial 
was manifest in the act of one of the court attendants whose job it was to wheel 
in the real defendants in this infamous case, a great metal case of books. ‘“Con- 
spiracy to advocate the overthrow of the Government” was contained in no single 
act as claimed by the Government but the teaching of the contents of books. 

Each day throughout the trial, and others which preceded it, the prosecutors 
spelled out by reading out of context from Marxist classics their charge that the 
Alexander Trachtenbergs were “conspiring to advocate the violent overthrow 
of our Government.” Here is not the place to analyze the shabby, shallow, and 
vulgarized nature of the Government’s ignorant contentions. The ideas of great 
thinkers have been brutally misinterpreted by young men who are intellectually 
not yet dry behind the ears. Their pathetic attempts to brand as a part of a con- 
spiracy ideas and exploratory analysis of social and political realities sound, 
when one reads the record, like the slightly ridiculous test papers of some high- 
school sophomore in civics or social studies. 

But the fact is that while the librarians stand by the most fundamental and 
cherished values of a free press, the Government puts books on trial and makes 
not only the publishing of them, but the reading of them a criminal act against 
our society. 

The conviction of Americans like Alexander Trachtenberg of conspiracy to ad- 
vocate through books is the prelude to conviction of other citizens for retaining 
such books in the libraries or, later, for owning or even reading such books. In- 
deed a State, in this case Massachusetts, has already begun the process by seizing 
the library of Otis Hood, thus setting up a Government index of books which have 
respected places in the public and college libraries of our country. 

International Publishers has become now, as in the good old days of the New 
Deal when respectable publishers held a reception at the New School in honor of 
the company’s 10th anniversary, a kind of nerve center which shows how free the 
responses to freedom of the press are in our country. Twenty years ago celebrat- 
ing the 10th anniversary of International Publishers was a kind of sop to the 
consciences of men who wished they had the courage to make their own houses 
entirely free. International Publishers, as a publishing house in being, was a 
kind of proxy stand-in for their own consciences then. 

But today, International Publishers, already assaulted by the conviction of its 
director, still remains at the old stand, publishing books under the simple elo- 
quence of the first amendment. The selfsame men who attended and arranged 
the anniversary celebration of International’s 10th birthday must, on this, the 
30th oecasion of that birthday, be watching International with a most interested 
eye, for in their hearts they know full well that when the Government dares to 
close one publishing house it has assumed the right to close any and all. 
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Let us hope that these men will take note of this celebration in the spirit of the 
fine manifesto which they jointly signed with the librarians. The continued free- 
dom of this house to publish books is the proof of the reality of the manifesto. 
Personally, I believe the spirit which wrote the manifesto will prevail in this 
country and I take this occasion to salute this publishing house and to congratu- 
late its longtime head, Alexander Trachtenberg, and to salute all who have shown 
or will show by their acts that they believe the people meant it when they stated 
so sternly and so clearly and so eloquently, “Congress shall make no law abridging 
the freedom of speech or of the press.” 


Mr. Cameron. I knew they were interested in publishing it, but 
this is the first time I have seen it. 


Mr. 


cited 


Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 


SOURWIN 


(‘AMERON 


kr. Do you know that Masses and Mainstream has been 


as a subversive organization ? 
Mr. 
Mr. 


. Well, as I say : 


SourwtneE. Did you know that; that is all. 


. CAMERON 


. IL understand what you said—— 


SourwiNe. Will you answer it, then? 


CAMERON. 


I am trying to remember whether I knew. There 


have been so many cited, and my effort has been to— 
Mr. SourwrNe. No speeches, sir-—— 
Mr. Cameron (continuing). Ignore—— 
Mr. Sourwtne (continuing). Just answer the question. 
Mr. Cameron. Well, of my own knowledge; no, I didn’t know. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mi 


SOURWIN 

(CAMERON 
SOURWINI 
CAMERON 
SOURWINI 


kr. Do you read Masses and Mainstream ? 

. No; I don’t subscribe. 

. Did you ever? 

. Oh, yes; I have read articles from time to time. 
: Did you ever subscribe to it ? 


* Cameron. | don’t believe so. 


Mr. Sourwtne. Do you read New Masses? 


Mr. 


(CAMERON. 


I don’t know of any magazine like that. 


Mr. Sourwi1ne. You don’t know a magazine, New Masses? 


Mr. 


(CAMERON. 


No: I don’t. 


Mr. Sourwtne. Didn’t you know that New Masses was the name that 
preceded the magazine Masses and Mainstream ? 

Mr. Cameron. Listen, Mr. Sourwine, you said, “Do you read New 
Masses ?” 

Mr. Sourwrne. I said, “Do you know New Masses?” 

Senator Jounsron. He is now asking the question. Answer the 
question. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know, as a matter of fact, the magazine 
Masses and Mainstream used to be called New Masses? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t believe that is the case. 
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Mr. 
Mr. 


(CAMERON. 


SOURWINE. 


:. Did you ever read the magazine New Masses ? 

Yes; I have read it from time to time. 
». Did you ever subscribe to it? 
I don’t believe so. 

Do you read the Daily Worker? 

No. I see it oceasionally, but I don’t read it. 
;; Did you ever subscribe to it ? 

‘ . 

I don’t think so. I may have years ago, but—— 
Do you read the Sunday Worker? — 
No, sir. 

Did you ever subscribe to it? 
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Mr. CAMER( N, To the best of my knowledge, I don’t believe ] did. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you read For a Lasting Peace for a People’s 
Democracy £ 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t know—is that a magazine or a newspaper ? 

Mr. Sourwrne. Well, your answer is, you don’t know. All I am 
trying to find out is what you know. 

Now, I send you a pamphlet—— 

Senator We_ker. Before you do that, may I inquire, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator JoHNston. Yes. 

Senator Weiker. With respect to the interrogation of counsel, Mr. 
Chairman, as to New Masses or Mainstream, whatever you arrived at, 
you stated that you knew they were interested in publishing your 
speech. How did you know that? 

Mr. Cameron. | believe. at the time the speech was given, that 
somebody mentioned it. Now, I can’t remember whether ves, that 
s when it was—at the time I gave the speech. 

Senator We_ker. You cannot remember who mentioned it 4 

Mr. Cameron. | haven’t been given a chance to remember. 
Senator WELKER. Sir? 

Mr. Cameron. I think I can—yes—I think the editor mentioned it. 
Senator Wexker. The editor? 

Mr. Cameron. Of the magazine. 

Senator Weriker. Where did that take place? 

Mr. Cameron. Wherever that speech was—let’s see—I can’t remem- 
rr where the speech was, but I could find out for you. 

Senator Weiker. Very well. That is all. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I send you this pamphlet, which is entitled “Pub- 
lisher on Trial—A Symposium,” subtitle, ‘““The Case of Alexander 
Trachtenberg,’ and which bears the names on the cover: Angus 
Cameron, W. L. Patterson, Howard Fast, Albert Maltz, Harry F. 
Ward, Shirley Graham, Lloyd L. Brown, Meridel Le Sueur, Cedric 
Belfrage, J. Howard Lawson, Philip S. Foner, Elizabeth G. Flynn, 
D. N. Pritt, R, Palme Dutt, Howard Selsam, Herbert Aptheker, 
Sender Garlin, and Anna Rochester. 

Mr. Cameron. Yup. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you write the article which appears under your 
name in this pamphlet ! 

Mr. Cameron. Yup. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Is that the pamphlet you referred to a moment ago? 

Mr. Cameron. That is the one I meant. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I have it back, please. 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know W. L. Patterson? 

Mr. Cameron. I think I met him maybe twice—I wouldn’t say I 
know him; no. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party, USA? 

Mr. Cameron. No; I do not. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know W. L. Patterson-—— 

Mr. Cameron. We just talked about him. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I beg your pardon [continuing] as a member of 
the Communist Party, USA? 

Mr. Cameron. I will tell you the same thing I said before. If you 
give me a list of people 
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Mr. Sourwine. No, sir; all you need to do is to answer the question 
about whether you know W. L. Patterson as a member of the Com- 
munist Party, USA? 

Mr. Cameron. Not to my knowledge; no. 

Mr. Sourwrine. Do you know Howard Fast ? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes; I do know Howard Fast. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know Albert Maltz? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Do you know Harry F. Ward? 

Mr. Cameron. I do not believe I have ever met Dr. Ward. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Shirley Graham ? 

Mr. Cameron. I have met her, I think. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know whether she is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Lloyd L. Brown? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Meridel Le Sueur? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Cedric Belfrage ? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know J. Howard Lawson? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. No; not of my own knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Philip S. Foner? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes; I have met him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. The same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Elizabeth Gurley Flynn? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I have met her. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know whether she is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. Not of my own particular knowledge, and the same 
answer I gave before. 

Mr. Sourwtne. D. N. Pritt—do you know him? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 
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Mr. Sovrwine. Do you know R. Palme Duff, D-u-f-f, as a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. D-u-f-f ! 

Mr. Sourwine. D-u-t-t; lam sorry. 

Mr. Cameron. The writer, you mean ? 

Mr. Sourwtine. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Cameron. The writer? 

Mr. Sourwine. R. Palme—P-a-|-m-e D-u-t-t. 

Mr. Cameron. Not of my own knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Howard Selsam ? 

Mr. Cameron. I have met him. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party 4 

Mr. Cameron. NO; same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Herbert Aptheker ? 

Mr. Cameron. I have met him once. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he is a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. No; same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you want this committee to have the impression 
that you have only met Mr. Aptheker once? 

Mr. Cameron. I think that is right. I may have met him more 
than once. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you say you have not met him a number of 
times ? 

Mr. Cameron. Oh, yes; I would say I have not met him a number 
of times. 

Mr. Sourwine. By “met,” do you mean introduced to or do you 
mean having been with? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I don’t know what you mean. I mean 

Mr. Sourwrne. Have you conversed with Mr. Aptheker on numer- 
ous occasions ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. No, no: I have not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Sender Garlin? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether Sender Garlin is a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Cameron. Same answer. 

Mr. Sourwine. Anna Rochester? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether she is a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Cameron. Same answer. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know any individual who is or was a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party, U. S. A? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, you know, it is the same question, it seems to 
me. That is a pretty blanket question. 

Mr. Sourwine. You have answered that question on our executive 
record, have you not? 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t remember whether I did or not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Answer it now. 

Mr. Cameron. Did I answer it? 

Mr. Sourwrne. Answer itnow. You have stated you do not remem- 
ber whether you ‘answered it before. 
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Mr. Cameron. Well, I think that, being such—well, since my mem- 
ory is not clear on this, may I consult my counsel about this? He 
was there. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Not about your memory, no; you may consult your 
counsel for legal counsel. 

Mr. Cameron. May I consult my counsel ? 

Mr. Sourwine. For legal counsel. 

Mr. Cameron. May I consult my counsel ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Of course. 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Cameron. The same answer, Mr. Sourwine, as on the other. 

Senator Jounston. What do you mean by “the same answer’ ? 

Mr. Cameron. To my knowledge, I mean “no.” 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you 

Mr. Cameron. May I ask you a question now, Mr. Sourwine/ 

Mr. Sourwine. No. The questions are from this end. 

Mr. Cameron. I know. Would you clarify something for me? 

Mr. Sourwine. The permission for the witness to ask questions 
would have to come from the Chairman, not from counsel. 

Mr. Cameron. Allright. 

Mr. Sourwine. Are you stating under oath that you do not of 
your own knowledge know of any person who is or ever was a member 

of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. To my own knowledge? Well, I think you have 
changed the question. I believe you have changed the question now, 
and I believe I will decline to answer the question under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Sourw tink. Do you honestly fear, Mr. Cameron, that if you 
answered that.question truthfully your answer would form at least 
a link in a chain that would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Cameron. Mr. Sourwine, Senator Watkins of this committee 
has commented 

Mr. Sourwine. Answer the question, Mr. Cameron. 

Mr. Cameron. I am trying to answer the question. 

Mr. Sourwine. Senator Watkins has nothing to do with the answer 
to that question. 

Mr. Cameron. Yes, he does. 

Mr. Sourwine. That question goes only to your state of mind, and 
whether you actually have an honest fear that a truthful answer 
to that question would form at least a link in the chain that would 
tend to incriminate you, 

Mr. Cameron. Mr. Chairman, may I make a comment after I 
answer the question ¢ 

Senator Jounsron. You answer the question “yes” or “no”; then, 
of course, you can comment briefly on your answer. 

Mr. Cameron. Let me say this, Mr. Sourwine: I believe that the 
simple eloquence of the fifth amendment itself is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. Sourwine. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. Cameron. Just a minute. I do not—I do not believe that un- 
der the Constitution I have to explain my answer. I believe that I 
can decline to explain it under the same fifth amendment, and I be- 
lieve further—may I finish ? 
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Senator Jonnston. Have you refused to answer and protect your 
self under the fifth amendment ? If you have. we do not care to 
hear any further. 

Mr. Cameron. I didn’t understand you, sir. 

Senator Jounstron. What is your answer / 

Mr. Cameron. Well, now, to which question ? 

Senator Jounsron. The question that the attorney asked. 

Mr. Sourwine. The question is whether you honestly fear that an 
answer to the question which you have just refused to respond to by 
claiming your privilege under the fifth amendment would form at 
least a link in a chain which would tend to incriminate you. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I think that the question well, the question 
is not clear to me, to tell you the truth. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Cameron, I asked you whether, to your own 
knowledge—I ask you now—I ask you now, whether to your own 
knowledge, you know any person who is or ever was a member of the 
Communist Party, U SA? 

Mr. Cameron. That question, as I said, was a different one from 
the one I answered just before. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Answer that question. 

Mr. Cameron. And on that particular question I said that I de- 
clined to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. I now ask you: Do vou have an honest fear in your 
mind that a truthful answer to that question would form a t least a 
link in a chain which would tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Cameron. Now, I cannot allow the counsel of this committee 
to put words in my mouth. My answer 

Mr. Sovrwixe. [ am not putting words in your mouth. 

Mr. Cameron. You are not? You are describing what the fifth 
amendment means. 

Mr. Sourwine. I am asking you a question—you either do or do 
not have such fear. This committee is entitled to know whether you 
have that fear. 

Mr. Cameron. This committee is entitled to know that under the 
fifth amendment, which states that no witness may be forced to testify 
against himself, I have taken the fifth amendment on this question- 
the fifth amendment, which Mr. Senator Watkins says 

Senator Jonunston. No, no. 

Mr. Cameron (continuing). Has a right to ask anybody about 
the committee has not—-of any citizen who takes it. 

Senator Jounsron. We do not care to go into that detail. Answer 
the question. 

Mr. Cameron. Is not that a rather important detail, Senator? 

Senator Jonunston. No, sir. We are not interested in that angle 
of it. Weare interested to know just why you answer and hide behind 
the fifth amendment—why you answer that way. 

Mr. Cameron. Excuse me. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Cameron, if you please, you may confer with 
counsel. 

Senator Jonnstron. Let him confer. 

Mr. Sourwine. I believe, if I may, Mr. Chairman, admonish him. 

will assist in the conference with counsel. It is the position of 
counsel for the committee that the committee has a right to inquire 
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as to the question of good faith of the witness in claiming his privilege 
under the fifth amendment. 

My question was in the nature of such an inquiry. If the witness 
does not respond to that question, or if the witness states that he does 
not have such fear, it will be the purpose of counsel to ask that the 
committee first order the witness to answer the question, and then, if 
the witness still refuses, to recommend to the committee that the wit- 
ness be cited for contempt of the Senate. 

Mr. Cameron. May I consult with my counsel ? 

Senator We.ker. I think if he consults with his counsel, that matter 
can be clarified. 

(Witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Cameron. I am just a little confused, Mr. Sourwine. 

I decline to answer that question, too, under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are declining now to answer under the fifth 
amendment the question as to whether you have an honest fear that 
the previous question, if answered truthfully, would form at least a 
link in the chain to help incriminate you; is that correct? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Cameron. I have already answered the question, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I am sorry, Mr. Cameron, but the record I am 
afraid, will not show clearly just what question you are now refusing 
to answer. 

Mr. Cameron. I am refusing to answer under the fifth amendment 
your second question, having to do with requiring my explanation of 
having used the fifth amendment on a previous question. 

Senator We.xer. I think that covers it; does it not? 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I now offer for the record this 
pamphlet which was identified by the witness. 

Senator Jonnsron. It will be made a part of the record. 
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(The pamphlet referred to was marked “Exhibit 45” and will be 


found in the files of the subcommittee. The front and back covers 
and the article by Mr. Cameron are reproduced below.) 


PUBLISHER 


ON 


Angus Cameron 

T Pg A | W.L. Patterson 
Howard Fast 

Albert Maltz 

A SYMPOSIUM ee 
Shirley Graham 

Lloyd L. Brown 

Meridel Le Sueur 

Cedric Belfrage 

J. Howard Lawson 

Philip S. Foner 

Elizabeth G. Flynn 

D. N. Pritt 

R. Palme Dutt 

Howard Selsam 

THE CASE OF Herbert Aptheker 


ALEXANDER Sender Garlin 
TRACHTENBERG Anna Rochester 











6 STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF WORLD COMMUNISM 


PUBLISHER ON TRIAL 


THE SACRED COWS 


By ANGUS CAMERON 
Former Editor-in-Chief, Little, Brown & Co. 


The book-burning prosecution of Alexander Trachtenberg and 
the many other similar attempts to suppress freedom of speech 
and freedom of the press by legislation, judicial process, and 
social intimidation represent in its most virulent form a new 
phase of the conflict between the two great contradictory tradi- 
tions which have characterized American history. 

These two traditions are not uniquely American; they exist 
in all societies where social and cconomic classes exist. The few 
of the ruling class versus the many of the ruled is the simple for- 
mula for description, whether the few be the slave-owners of 
ancient Rome, the feudal overlords of the Middle Ages, or the 
great financial and industrial figures of our own time. 

Today, the few are relatively a very few indeed—a paltry few 
thousand who believe or pretend to believe that whatever seems 
to be devoted to the maximum profit of the great corporations 
they control is in the interest of the people. 

At heart, the freedom of speech and the press today concern 
the right to question the senseless and unscientific products of 
their reactionary philosophy. Alexander Trachtenberg, along 
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with many other men and women seeking to discover and ex- 
pand the dialectical materialist method in history and social 
science, in politics and economics, questions profoundly their 
pragmatic philosophy of “thinking makes it so.” 

He believes that no amount of reiteration will inake a lie cor- 
respond to the truth. He is being prosecuted for publishing books 
which dare to question the N.A.M.-Pentagon version of truth 
and which present a view diametrically opposed to pragmatism. 
He is the first intended legal victim of a Chamber of Commerce 
thought control which will surely be extended to an enforced 
planning of our entire cultural life. He is being persecuted for 
his philosophy, for his belief; not for his actions. 

Americans must come to realize before it is too late that the 
freedom of speech and the freedom of the press which they take 
for granted are the right to express heresy to the current view 
whether that current view be the precepts of a tyrannical 17th 
century theocracy in Massachusetts or against the precepts of a 
20th century financial-military oligarchy in Washington, D. C., 
ind NewYork City. 

Freedom to express one’s opinions has a special meaning in 
cach period in history because it represents the right to utter a 
particular heresy at a particular tinie. This freedom is only mean- 
ingful for the people when the greatest urge exists with the few 
to suppress it. When we first uttered our rights to these things 
we uttered them against a King and Parliament; when we defend 
these rights today we defend them against the historical succes- 
sors of that old minority. But we must remember that we defend 
them not as empty precepts, not as pale copybook maxims 
divorced from the struggle of life, but in a particular way and 
fashion and for a particular reason in each period of our history. 

The loyalty oath suppression of our times is not just designed 
to silence criticism; it is designed to cloak reality, to elevate the 
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wishful thinking of the few to the position of dignity which only 
the knowledge of truth in action by the many can occupy. We 
do not have freedom unless we are free to bring standards of 
reality to bear on the precepts of a particular society; we do not 
have freedom unless we have the right to criticize personalities 
no matter how exalted, and principles no matter how pain- 
pered by custom and practice which say that thinking makes 
it so. We do not have freedom unless we can criticize such per- 
sonages and utter heresies against their principles without fear 
of reprisal. Lastly, we do not have freedom unless we have the 
opportunity, the practical opportunity, to express criticism. and,, 
if need be, utter political heresy. 

The prosecution of men like Alexander Trachtenberg is an 
attempt to remove one of the last opportunities to do this, for 
the overwhelming majority of the means of communication— 
the newspaper, the radio, the book publishing house, the theater, 
the schools, the churches—are doing the bidding of the enemies 
of freedom, serving those who would blind us to the real world 
with a kaleidoscope of flashing colors of wishful thinking. We 
do not have freedom unless we are allowed the opportunity to 
show that the sacred cows of business and the military which 
now run this beloved country of ours are not sacred cows at all 
but an open and direct threat to the American people. 
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Mr. Sourwine. With regard to Mr. Trachtenberg, you knew, did 
you not, that he was head of the Century Publishers, International—— 

Mr. Cameron. New Century. 

Mr. Sourwine. I beg your pardon. (Continuing:) International 
Publishers ? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did not you know that this is the Communist Party 
publishing house ? 

Mr. Cameron. Mr. Sourwine, I think we had a discussion about 
that once before. 

Mr. Sourwine. We had no discussion on the public record about it, 
sir, and I am asking you now, did you not know that was the Com- 
munist Party publishing house? 

Mr. Cameron. I said before, and I will say again, that I certainly 
knew that the International Publishers is a publishing house that 
publishes, among other things, Marxist books. 

Mr. Sourwtne. That does not answer the question. You can an- 
swer the question yes or no. 

Mr. Cameron. My knowledge about their—that is the extent of my 
own knowledge about the International Publishers—wait a minute— 
the International Publishers’ official connection with any political 
ps uty 

Mr. Sourwrve. Iam going to ask the question again. You can an- 
swer it yes or no, or “I don’t know,” and then, if you want to explain 
the answer, you may. 

Did not you know that International Publishers was the Communist 
Party publishing house? 

Mr. Cameron. Of my own knowledge, no. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did not you know—— 

Mr. Cameron. Now, wait a minute. You said I could explain it 
now. 

Mr. Sourwtne. All right. 

Mr. Cameron. I want to make quite clear what I mean by that. 
That is another example of an organization which origins, official 

affiliations, I have not investigated into. I certainly knew, and know 
now, that that publishing house publishes, among other things, Marx- 
ist books. Well, that is my—that is sufficient, I guess. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you know that International Publishers had 
been cited by the Attorney General Biddle in 1942 as a Communist 
Party publishing house, headed by Alexander Trachtenberg ? 

Mr, Cameron. Cited as a Communist Party publishing house? 

Mr. SourwIne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that it had been cited in the brief of 
a United States in the William Schneiderman case as the publishing 

gency = the Communist Party ? 

“Mr. Cameron. You mean, asserted in the Government’s brief. I 
did not cae that; no. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you know that it had been cited in the reports 
of the Special Committee on Un-American Activities in 1940 and 
again in 1944 as the official publishing house of the Communist Party 
in the United States? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 
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Mr. Sourwine. A medium through which extensive Soviet propa- 
ganda is subsidized in the United States ? 

Mr. Cameron. You are now quoting from that committee ? 

Mr. SourwIne. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. No, not to my—no, I didn’t know that. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know 

Mr. Cameron. I am not surprised, but I didn’t know it. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you know it had been cited at all by the Un- 
American Activities Committee or by the Attorney General of the 
United States ? 

Mr. Cameron. My knowledge about organizations that have been 
cited is very—is not—I don’t keep a card file on such matters. 

Mr. Sourwine. That does not answer the question. 

Did you know that the International Publishers had been cited at 
all by the Attorney General of the United States or by the Un-Ameri- 
ean Activities Committee of the House of Representatives ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I can’t remember whether that is one I knew 
had been cited or not. 1 certainly would not be surprised if they had 
been. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that International Publishers has 
been cited as an important publishing organization of the Communist 
Party by the California Committee on Un-American Activities in its 
report, 1948 ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t know anything about the California Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you know International Publishers had been 
cited in 1938 by the Massachusetts House Committee on Un-American 
Activities as one of the two chief publishers of the Communist Party 
and as controlled by the Communists ? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwrye. Did you know that Alexander Trachtenberg had 
been indicted ? 

Mr. Cameron. For what ? 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you know that he had been indicted? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know what he was indicted for ? 

Mr. Cameron. I think he was indicted for teaching and advocatir 
the overthrow of the United States Government. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he was convicted ? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes, he was convicted. 

And, as I understand it, there is a hearing for a new trial at the 
moment. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Cameron, did you ever discuss Harvey Matusow 
with Elizabeth Gurley Flynn? 

Mr. Cameron. I never discussed Harvey Matusow with Elizabeth 
Gurley Flynn. 

As I told you before, I discussed at one time, after she was the 
chairman—lI guess she was the chairman—for the so-called second- 
string Communists—had sought to get the aflidavit from Mr. Matusow, 
I discussed, not Mr. Matusow, but the question of the relationship 
between the publication date of False Witness, which we had planned 
at one time—which we had planned to release our publicity on, and 
the fact that it might conflict with their requirements, I mean, they 
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had to get. an aflidavit by a certain time. They did not know what 
the time was—that is, they were not aware, as a matter of fact, what 
the deadline was. That is what the discussion was about. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Did you discuss that same matter with Harry 
Sacher ? 

Mr. Cameron. No, I did not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you discuss 

Mr. Cameron. I think I can clarify this, Mr. Sourwine. I had no 
discussions with Mr. Sacher in connection with the affidavit except 
the one that we are just referring to. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you discuss Mr. Matusow with Mr. Sacher? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Did you discuss Mr. Matusow’s book with Mr. 
Sacher ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. I think probably the book may have been mentioned 
in passing, since I ran onto Mr. Sacher in the Federal courthouse; 
probably was mentioned briefly. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you discuss Mr. Matusow’s book with Elizabeth 
Gurley Flynn at a time when Harry Sacher was present? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwrne. As a result of your discussions with Elizabeth Gur- 
ley Flynn on the timing of the affidavit and the publication of the 
book, was a cooperative arrangement worked out with respect to the 
time for filing the affidavit and the time for publishing the book? 

Mr. Cameron. There was no cooperative arrangement worked out, 
Mr. Sourwine. 

Senator WeLKer. May I ask a question? 

Senator Jounsron. He wants to ask a question. 

Mr. Cameron. Shall I answer this question ? 

Senator Jenner. I thought he had. 

Senator Wevker. I thought you said there was nothing worked 
out ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Senator We.xKer. I have merely a brief question here. 

You said you discussed with someone down at the courthouse this 
book. What courthouse? 

Mr. Cameron. Actually, it was not a courthouse. It was at a lunch 
in a restaurant during the hearing. 

Senator Wexer. You testified + you met him—— 

Mr. Cameron. I was down there at the time. I didn’t mean to 
conceal anything. The fact is that while I was testifying before the 
grand jury on one floor, Mr. Sacher was cross-examining somebody— 
perhi ips Mr. Matusow—on another floor in connection with the hear- 
ing for a new trial. 

Senator Weixer. I see. 

Mr. Cameron. On that occasion at lunch; we both happened to 
have had lunch in the same restaurant ; and when he walked out from 
another table he paused. Iam just trying to be accurate about this; 
and the book probably was mentioned then, but it was in passing. It 
was a 30-second conversation. 

Senator WeLKeER. Just a 30-second conversation ? 

Mr. Cameron. Right—had nothing to do—and the book was al- 
ready in-print-at that time, I believe, 
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Senator WELKER. Very well. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Cameron, as the result of your conversations 
or discussions with Elizabeth Gurlev Flynn, was the publieat of 
your book advanced / , 
~ Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. You had originallh planned to publish it lates in 
March, had you not ? , 

Mr. CAmeErRon. No. We had not origi illv set a d b prob 
lem was this, Mr. Sourwine: 

When a publisher publishes a book, he lik if possibl rol 
the release of the book and the release ot the pul licity conn ed h 
the book, not that Cameron & Kahn ean kick about the pub! t\ 
this book has had, but, you see, the filing of those flidavits. bot ut 
one and the one in the case n Ke] Paso, really broke the release date 
ou know the material, th fundamenta poi t of the book was 
leased by that. So asa result, we have had a great deal of pul \ 
for the book, whi th Hiost publishers wonor, COMML SO far before 
book is available. 

Mr. Sourwine. To get back on the track of the question, is it not a 
fact that you have published this book just a speed ly as you co ic ¢ 

Mr. (‘AMERON. Well, yes, l suppose t | at is true, 

Mr. Sourwine. Is it not true that vou are getting it out and getting 


{ into the hands ol the public earlier than you had expected to be able 
LO do? 


Mr. Cameron. Well, we certainly are trying to get out lose to 
the publicity as possible, 
Mr. SourwIne. Is it not true that the filing of the affidavits was de 


layed as long as possible ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I can’t answer that question, Mr. Sou 
because I didn’t have, except that one conversation I had no dis 
cussions with anybody in connection with the getting of the aflidavit 
I think Mr. Kahn may have, but I didn’t have. 

Mr. Sourwine. Your testimony here will be interesting when com- 
pared with your testimony in executive session, sir, 

Mr. Cameron. How do you mean, sir? 

Mr. Sourwrne. Mr. Cameron, are you familiar with the Communist 
relations in the publishing field? 

Mr. Cameron. What do you mean, Mr. Sourwine? 

Mr. Sourwiner. Are you familiar with Communist relations in the 
publishing field? If you are not, all you have to do is to say “No.” 

Mr. Cameron. Well, Senator, is that a question ¢ 

Senator Jounston, Certainly that is. 

Mr. Cameron. Do you understand it? 

Senator Jounsron. That is a question. You can answer that “Yes” 
or “No.” 

Mr. Cameron. Do you understand the question ? 

Senator Jonnston. You do or do not. 

Mr. Cameron. I am really asking the Chair a serious question. 
Do you understand that question ? 

Senator Jounsvon. You are not here to ask the Chair any questions. 

Mr. Cameron. Is it not a privilege that 1 can—I don’t have that 
privilege ¢ 

Mr. Sourwine. Let me clarify it for the witness. 

Senator Jonnsron. Clarify it, then. 


Wille. 
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Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know there is such a thing as the Communist 
Party, U.S. A.? 

Mr. Cameron. I assume there is; yes. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Do you know that there is in the United States a 
field of endeavor called the publishing field ? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes, surely. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Can you conceive that there may be some relations 
between the Communist Party and the publishing field? 

Mr. Cameron. I can conceive such a thing. What do you mean, 
relation ¢ 

Mr. Sourwine. I am asking you, in the light of that concept, if you 
have any knowledge of the rel: ations of the Communist Party with the 
publishing field in the United States. 

Mr. Cameron. No; I am—no. 

Mr. SourwtNe. You see how simple it is. 

Mr. Cameron. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I offer for the record a marked por- 
tion of the testimony before the Un-American propaganda—the Un- 
American Activities Committee, the House Un-American Activities 
Committee, on September 7, 1939, being the testimony of Benjamin 
Gitlow, former member of the political ‘committee of the Communist 
Party, U.S. A., and its candidate for vice president. 

This testimony relates to the International Publishers and Alexander 
Trachtenberg. 

(The testimony referred to was subsequently ordered printed in the 
record as exhibit No. 46 and appears below :) 


Exuistir No. 46 


Mr. GitLtow. * * * Now, we have another interesting phase of Communist 
activity which involved the expenditure of a lot of money, which is represented 
by Moscow’s subsidies, and that is the publishing field. We have in the United 
States a publishing company known as International Publishers. International 
Publishers has published the works of Lenin and of all the Bolshevik leaders. 
It publishes now the books of Stalin and all the works that the Communist 
International is interested in distributing in the United States. 

This company was formed first as a stock company, in which 51 percent of 
the stock was owned by party members in this country; one who is not an open 
party member, but a secret party member, who happens to have money of 
his own, a fellow by the name of A. H. Heller, and Trachtenberg. Heller owned 
51 percent of the stock, and the Communist International owned 49 percent 
of the stock. When I was in Moscow in 1928 the literature department of the 
Communist International took up with me the question of the International 
Publishers and told me of the arrangements they had with Heller, and asked 
my opinion of it. I told them that in the United States if somebody has a ma- 
jority of 1 percent of the stock he owns the corporation and can do with it 
whatever he sees fit. Therefore, I advised them to get at least 51 percent of 
the stock for the Communist International. They supplied all the manuscripts, 
they supplied many of the printed pages for the books that are sent here in 
order to avoid paying excessive duties, and other subsidies which are in the 
value of thousands and thousands of dollars are supplied to the International 
Publishers. They do not have to pay authors’ royalties, and so forth, on the books 
which they publish and sell in the United States, and which are supplied to them 
by the Communist International. So that change was made, so that today the 
Communist International owns the International Publishers, which operates in 
the United States as an out-and-out capitalist concern. 

Mr. WHITLEY. Operates as a privately owned corporation. 

Mr. GrtrLow. Yes; a publishing house. 

Mr. Wuit.Ley. And the two original incorporators, organizers of the corpora- 
tion, were Mr. Heller and Mr. Alexander Trachtenberg? 

Mr. GrtTLtow. That is right. 


he ind 
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Mr. WHITLEY. Do you know whether they are still connected with the Inter- 
national Publishers? 


Mr. GitTLow. I do not know if Heller is, but Trachtenberg still is. 
Mr. WHITLEY. You say they are both party members? 
Mr. GitLow. Yes. 


Mr. WuitLey. And the company was set up by the Communists as its own 
publishing house? 


Mr. GITLow. Yes. 


Mr. WHITLEY. But under the guise of a private publishing concern. 
Mr. GitLow. Yes. 


Mr. Tuomas. Will you get the address of that concern? 

Mr. GitLow. I think it is 381 Fourth Avenue, New York City. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know Mr. Ben Gitlow? 

Mr. Cameron. No, not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know whether he is a Communist? 

Mr. Cameron. No, 1 don’t know him. The name is familiar. 

Mr. Sourwine. Were you ever connected with New Century Pub- 
lishers ? 

Mr. Cameron. No. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you ever have any dealings with New Century 
Publishers ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. Well, now, I am not sure; did you say earlier that 
New Century P a published Masses and Mainstream ? 

Mr. Sourwine. I don’t remember saying that, sir, but that has not 
any bearing on the question of whether you ever had any association 
or dealings with New Century Publishers. 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t believe so—not to the best of my knowledge 
I never did. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Do you know whether New Century Publishers is 
an official Communist Party publishing house? 

Mr. Cameron. No, I do not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Have you ever been a propagandist for the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Cameron. What do you mean by “a propagandist for the Com- 
munist Party”? 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you know what a propagandist is, Mr. Cameron ? 

Mr. Cameron. A propagandist, as far as | know—well, you define 
it, you raised the term. 

Mr. Sourwrne. I am willing to define it, if the chairman is willing. 

Senator Wetker. Go ahead. 

Mr. Sourwine. I define a propagandist as a person who seeks to dis- 
seminate and secure acceptance of or belief in certain statements or 
views for purposes of his own. 

I will ask you: Are you or have you ever been a propagandist for 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Cameron. Now, that is a very—you know, that sounds to me 
like one of those tricky questions of yours, Mr. Sourwine. 

To the best of my knowledge, I have never been a propagandist for 
anybody. I have been a book publisher who has tried to publish books 
that he thought were either good entertainment or good scholarship 
or reflected some aspect on important scientific or political questions. 

Mr. Sourwine. All right. 

Mr. Cameron. I have tried to stick to my knitting pretty muc h. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Kahn testified before us that Cameron & Kahn 
received $1,000 from the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers Union to 
help in the efforts to get Matusow to write this book. 
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Mr. Cawrron. I believe that—I am not sure, Mr. Sourwine, if Mr. 
Kahn testified exactly that way. I believe Mr. Kahn may have told 
vou that. 

' Mr. Sourwtne. Let us not quibble about what Mr. Kahn testified. 
| made that statement. and the record will speak for itself if | am 
inerror. I make it only prefatory to asking you a question. 

Do you know of your own knowledge whether the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter Workers Union gave Cameron & Kahn $1,000 to help in the 
effort to get Mr. Matusow to write his book ? 

Mr. Cameron. I would put it quite differently, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did Cameron & Kahn receive $1,000 from the Mine, 
Mill. and Smelter Workers Union / 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwtne. And was it understood that that money was to be 
not subject to repayment, but that if the book was published they 


’ 
I 
were to receive 2,000 copies of the book for that money / 


Mr. Cameron. [Lam n t sure about the first part, because Mr. Kahn 
carrie don that business. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you accept Mr. Kahn’s testimony in that 
regard as accurate ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. I would. 

Mr. Sourwitner. What additional money besides that $1,000 ? 

Mr. Cameron. That was for an order, you know, Mr. Sourwine. 

Mr. Sourwine. I beg your pardon ¢ 

Mr. CAmrron. That was for an order for 2,000 books. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Well, Mr. Kahn’s testimony—you have said you 
will accept as accurate—and the record will show what Mr. Kahn 
testified. 

Mr. Cameron. All right. 

Mr. Sourwine. What additional money, besides that $1,000, did 
Cameron & Kahn receive from the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Cameron, Well, I believe, Mr. Sourwine, that the order from 
the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers is now 6,750 copies, or 6,500—I 
have forgotten which—and I believe, to the best of my knowledge, 
that payment has been received for the entire order, and that the 
order has been—that 50 percent of the order has been shipped and 
the remaining 50 percent are to be shipped—well, I don’t know exactly 
What is the shipping date. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Are you saying that Cameron & Kahin has received 
$3.250 from the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers ? 

Mr. Cameron. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. Sourwine. How was that paid—first, there was $1,000; is that 
right ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. I think that is right. 

Mr. Sourwtne. And then, what was the next payment, in what 
amount ¢ 

Mr. CAmrron. Well, now, I’d have to look that up to be sure, Mr. 
Sourwine, but I believe—I believe, to the best of my knowledge, that 
the first payment was a thousand, and I believe that there has been a 
payment—well, I can’t be sure now whether there has been a payment 
for $2,000, and an additional payment. I'd have to look it up. 

Mr. Sourwinr. The payment of $2,000 was on or about February 2, 
was 1t not ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. I think that is about right. 
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Mr. Sourwine. By check? 

Mr. Cameron. About that time. 

Mr. Sourwine. When was the other $250 paid ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well, I'd have to look that up, because I am_ not 
positive that it has been paid, but I believe it has. Id have to look 
it up. 

Mr. Sourwrne. Was that the first money you got, $250? 

Mr. Cameron. No, I don’t think so. I think you will have to ask 
him, because Mr. Kahn, he had that conversation. 

Mr. Sourwine. You are stating that you do not know? 

Mr. Cameron. I am stating that as soon as the next quarterly record 
of Cameron & Kahn is brought up to date by the accountant—we do 

ot do it once a month—all of that information will be readily avail- 
uble. I just don’t know at the moment. That is true. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, sir, are vou familiar with the list which Mr. 
Kahn gave us of individuals making loans to Cameron & Kahn? 

Senator JENNER. Before you go into that phase, may I ask a ques- 
tion ? 

Senator Jounsron. Proceed. 

Senator Jenner. Mr. Cameron, is it not a fact that the publishing 
concern of Cameron & Kahn was set up new, to print the kind of 
work, for example, as False Witness; is that not what your objective 
was in setting up this publishing company ? 

Mr. Cameron. Senator, the publishing company of Cameron & 
Kahn was set up to publish books, ditferent kinds of books, sir, that 
in this period where normal publishing processes have been con- 
siderab ly intimidated bh ry the atmos p yhere, these books do not get pub- 
lished by the regular old-line commercial houses. 

Senator JeEnNER. All right. 

Now, before you, in the — days of setting u> this publishing 
company—Mr. Sourwine is going into another phase of your financing, 
but I want to get into this general st ubject—it is not a fact that you 
knew who was going to be one of your main customers; for example, 
you have just testified here where a labor union by the name of 1 he 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, contracted to take so many of these 
books? I think either you or your associate, Mr. Kahn, has testified 
that the U nited lectric al Union also is evolne to buv some. 

Was not that the original understanding that vou would start this 
publishing company, and then these left winger labor organizations 
that have been kicked out of the C EO. } pecause they were Communist- 
dominated, was going to be one of your chief supporters. Is that not 
a fact? 

Mr. Cameron. No. The fact is as follows, Senator. The fact is 
that it was my opinion that in 1952 and 1953—itt is still my opmion— 
that there is a whole area of subjects and viewpoints and attitudes that, 
in my opinion, ought to be published in book form, that are not get- 
ting published. 

(Senator Eastland entered the hearing room.) 

Senator JENNER. All right. Now 

Mr. Cameron. Wait a minute; I want to answer vour question. 

Senator JENNER. You have answered that question several times to- 
day. 

Mr. Cameron, 1 want to answer the rest of your question, because 
it is connected up. 
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Senator Jenner. Go right ahead—all right—you have not really 
answered my question, but the United E lectrical and Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter— 

Mr. Cameron. I am eager to come to them. 

Senator Jenner. You had a dealing with them that you would go 
into this publishing business—you would publish pro-Communist and 
left-wing books, and they would bek—— 

Mr. Cameron. Do not put words in my mouth—— 

Senator JenNER. Tam not. Iam asking you a question. 

Mr. Cameron. You made an assertion; you made anassertion. You 
did not ask me a question. 

Senator Jenner. Is it true or not—answer it “Yes” or “No,” and 
then explain—— 

Mr. Cameron. I will tell you—— 

Senator JENNER (continuing). “Yes” or “No,” and then explain. 

Mr. Cameron. Look, Senator- 

Senator JENNER. I am entitled to an answer. 

Mr. Cameron. You have one of these in front of you—you do not 
have to yell like that. 

Senator Werxer. I believe it is about mutual. 

Mr. Cameron. I am sorry. I am afraid you are right, Senator; 
I am sorry. 

Senator JENNER. It is rather Nn I asked you a simple 
question. You can answer it “Yes” or “No,” and you can explain, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. Look, Senator 

The CHarrMaAN (presiding). You can answer the question whether 
or not you discussed it with any of these organizations 

Mr. Cameron. That is another question. 

The Cuarmman (continuing). Whether or not you would print—— 

Mr. Cameron. That is another question. 

The CHatrrman. Well—— 

Senator Jenner. He knows the question. 

Will you answer it? 

Mr. Cameron. I am going to try to answer it. 

Senator Jenner. Please. Will you first answer it “Yes” or “No.” 

Mr. Cameron. I am eager to answer the question. Now, if you will 
state it exactly, I will answer it “Yes” or “No,” and then explain it 
to you. 

Senator JENNER. I will try to restate it. 

Is it a fact that when you organized the publishing concern of 
Cameron & Kahn, that you had an understanding with these labor 
organizations, like the Mine, Mill, and Smelter “Workers and the 
United Electrical Union, both of which have been kicked out of the 
CIO because of Communist domination, that they would be one of 
your chief customers, and that you would publish left-wing and pro- 
Communist books and magazines and pamphlets? 

Mr. Cameron. The answer is, “No.” 

Senator Jenner. All right. Now, Mr. Cameron 

Mr. Cameron. How about my explanation ? 

Senator JENNER. All right; you may have your explanation. 

Mr. Cameron. When I left Little, Brown & Co. 

Senator JENNER. You did not leave Little, Brown & Co.—did you 
not testify earlier today that they asked you to get out because of 
your 
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Mr. Cameron. No; I never testified—— 

Senator JENNER (continuing). Your activities? 

Mr. Cameron. I never testified to any such thing g. Isaid I resigned. 

Senator JenNER. You resigned because they did not like your asso- 
ciations and affiliations ! 

Mr. Cameron. Now, look; you are putting wordsinmy mouth. Let 
me tell you. 

Senator JENNER. I am not trying to—I just want to get the record 
straight. 

Mr. Cameron. The answer is, “No.” 

Senator JENNER. All right. 

Mr. Cameron. ‘The letter that I referred to in which they required 
what you have just stated, was a letter urging me to stay at Little, 
Brown & Co. 

Senator JENNER. I see. I misunderstood your earlier testimony. 
Now you go ahead with your explanation. 

Mr. Cameron. When I left Little, Brown & Co., it was my inten- 
tion—or not when I left Little Brown & Co.—the intention came later, 
but I had it in the back of my mind, I think—I think I wrote an 
article about it. 

Senator JENNER. When did you leave Little, Brown & Co.? 

Mr. CAMERON. September 1951. 

Senator JENNER. September 1951? 

Mr. Cameron. Probably was in 1952, actually, that I began to think 
in terms of what I would do as a professional. I felt that I should 
stay in publishing. I felt I had an obligation to publish certain books 
that I thought were not going to get published, and I felt, further- 
more, that—and I cert: Linly—no concealing of that whatsoever—that 
any kind of an organization, any kind of a book- publis shine organiza- 
tion that was going to publish some of the dissenting books that are 
not getting published by the regular er lishing houses, would cer- 
tainly have, in addition to the regular book trade and the regular 
apparatus of publishing, have support of organizations—labor unions, 
if you wish, which—whose members would be interested in buying 
some of the books that were being censored, that were not getting 
published. 

Now, I answered your question “no,” because you listed two unions. 
We have no agreement with the Mine, Mill and Smelter at all. In 
fact, we certainly tried to get them to start the Union Book Club 
which we had recommended, but some time in 1953, probably—vwell, 
I can’t remember exactly when; I could find out—we did make an 
arrangement with the United Electrical for certain books, two of which 
have already been published, which they bought; others of which are 
in the process of being written. 

Does that answer your question ? 

Senator JENNER. Did you make arrangements with any other labor 
unions besides the ones you have testified about ? 

Mr. Cameron. No; I think—I think on one book, the first book, we 
made an arrangement with the Fur Union, but not-—— 

Senator JENNER. Was not that union also kicked out of the CIO for 
being Communist dominated ? 

Mr. Cameron. They were certainly a dissenting union. 

Senator JENNER. Well, do you know—do you know whether the 
statement I made is true or false; were they not ? 
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Mr. Caareron. I do not know whether it is true. IT know—!I do not 
kn w.easa matter of fact, they resioned or were forced out. 

Senator Jenner. IT see. All right; any others? 

Mr. Cameron. No: I think that is all. 

At that time, mind you, we have sold books to some other unions 
since then, but we have made no—we have sold no advance orders 
to other unions, except the ones you know on this book. 

Senator Jenner. These arrangements were made when; in 1953, you 
sav / 

Mr. Cameron. Yup. 

Senator JENNER. What time in 1953? 

Mr. Canweron. I guess in—I’d have to check that, but I think that 
it would have been in the summer. 

Senator JENNER. In the summer? 

Mr. Camrron. Of 1953. 

Senator Jenner. All right. 

Now, Mr. Cameron, I want to ask you if on May 7, 1953, before 


this committee in Boston, Mass., you did not testify under oath to 
this: 


I have been associated with nobody in connection with my publishing business 
excent mm) sociate, Albert Kahn, and the members and oflicials of certain 
unions that are going to buy some of the books we publish. 
Mr. Canreron. Sure. 


Senator Jenner. And you organized the firm in April of 1953? 

Mr. Cameron. I think it was. 

Senator JENNer. You just testified under oath that you did not 
make any negotiations with these leftwing unions until the summer, 
and ye on May 7 of 1953 you knew that these- 

Mr. ‘AMER iN, Now. look 

Senator Jenner (continuing). These leftwing unions were going 
to be the main sponsors of Cameron, Kahn’s, publications? 

Mr. Cameron. Look 


Senator Jenner. I think the record is clear. T do not care to hear 
any speech from vou. 


Mr. Cameron. Mr. Chairman 

Senator Jenner. [asked you questions and you have answered them. 

The record will gras for itse lf. 

Mr. Cameron. Mr. Chairman, may I make a comment here ? 

The CHAIRMAN. You may make a comment; yes, sir. 

Ir. Cameron. Senator . 
¢ 
C 


The CHarrmMan. You may explain your answer now. 

Mr. Cameron. All right. 

[ think that agreement with the union was made probably—I am 
sure it was past the 21st of June, or Iam reasonably sure, of 1953. I 
think that is in the summer. Now, if your harangue just now is 
intended to indicate 


man by the name of Cameron, who testified before this committee— 
just a moment. 

Mr. Cameron. Do you always differentiate ? 

The CHamman. Wait just a minute. 

Mr. Cameron. What is summer- 

The CHamman. Wait just a minute. 

Proceed. 


Senator Jenner. That was not a harangue. I am just quoting : 


bene 
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Senator JENNER. I have quoted the record, Mr. Chairman, of this 
witness. J let him lay his own foundation. He testified before this 
committee that he had entered into no negotiations with these unions 

that I named until the summer of 1953. This 
Cameron & Kahn was organized in April of 19 


publishing firm of 
53, and before this 
committee, Mr. Chairman, on May 7, this same Angus Cameron testi- 
fied under oath and stated this, and I want to read it again: 
[I have been associated with nobody in connection with my publishing business 
except My associate, Albert Kahn, and the members and officials of certain 
unions that are going to buy some of the books we p 


publish. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, now—— 

Senator JENNER. That isthe record. That is all I am interested in. 

Mr. Cameron. But, Senator, to the question I answered 

Senator JENNER. You have answered all of the questions. 

Mr. Cameron. Of course. 

Senator JENNER. You want to explain them; you can explain. 

Mr. Cameron. | think I answered them accur: stely both times. 
That is all. I believe your question that I answered “No” 
with agreements, didn’t it? 

Senator JENNER. You are testifying. I am ae 

The Cuamman. What were the facts now, Mr. Cameron‘ 

Mr. Cameron. I can’t remember—look, Senator—it is very diffi- 
cult 

The Cuamman. Please, sir, if you do not remember the facts, say 
you do not remember the facts. 

Mr. Cameron. That isn’t the point, I remember pretty clearly 
what happened that year, but if I say “summer,” and I ca 
now how, exact ly — 

Senator JENNER. Why did you not say you could not remember ? 
Why did you say “summer” é 

Mr. Cameron. Don’t yell at me. Now, er 

aanukie Wevker. Just a minute. Let us have peace and quiet. 

Mr. Cameron. Well, you know, you do not gain anything by this 

cond-rate browbeating. 

The CHarmMaNn. Wait just a minute—wait—lI am presiding, Mr. 
Cameron. 

When did you negotiate with the unions for the purchase of your 
books ? 

Mr. CamEroN. With the unions, or with the union ? 

The CHarrMaNn. There is a conflict in your testimony. I would like 
to give you the op ey to explain it, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. I y ill try to explain it. 

I think that I acai both questions correctly. I certainly 
did, to the best of my knowledge. When I tried to make the explana- 
tion earlier that Senator—when Senator Jenner asked his first ques- 
tion—I wanted to explain that in an article written—I don’t know 
how long before that—lI believe I stated that 1 intended to try—that 
I thought that a publishing house ought to be found that would 
have certain supports, and so forth, and that would sell its books 
to certain unions. Now, exactly when—whether Senator Jenner’s 
question had to do with when the agreement was made, which I 
understood—which I thought he was referring to—when discussions 
took place, was another matter—I mean, on two different matters. 


had to do 


in’t remember 
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I believe that the agreement with these unions, sir—lI believe, to the 
best of my knowledge—I may be wrong about this—but I believe 
that it was in the summer of 1953. That does not preclude discussions, 
of course 

The CuHatrman. As I understood Senator Jenner’s question, it was 
with reference to negotiations. 

Mr. Cameron. I didn’t think he did say “negotiations.’ 

Senator JeNNer. I think the record will be the best evidence, Mr. 
Chairman, if you are interested. 

Mr. Cameron. It is a matter of a few days, anyway. What is the 
difference ? 

The CuatrmMan. There is a lot of difference. 

Now, this is your testimony : 

I have been associated with nobody in connection with my publishing business 
except my associate, Albert Kahn, and the members and officials of certain unions 
that are going to buy some of the books we publish. 

That speaks as if there had been an agreement with certain unions 
that they would buy some of the books that you are going to publish. 
This testimony was taken on the 7th day of May 1953. Now I ask 
you: Is that testimony accurate? 

Mr. Cameron. Of course it is accurate. 

The CuarrMan, All right. Did you have an agreement at that 
time with certain unions to buy some of the books that you were going 
to publish ? 

Mr. Cameron. Well now, that is the question that I thought Mr. 
Jenner, or Senator Jenner, asked. My opinion is that the agreements 
were made in the summer of 1953. 

The CHatrMAN. You mean—was there a written contract? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. And I don’t remember now exactly when it 
was—lI could be wrong about that. 

The CHairmMan. But I say, was the agreement expressed in a writ- 
ten contract ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. Yes, it was. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, previous to that, state whether or not you had 
verbal agreements. 

Mr. Cameron. How do you mean, Senator, “previous”? No; Previ- 
ous to what—previous to what? 

The CHarrmMan. Sir? 

Mr. Cameron. Previous to what? 

The CHarrMan. Previous to this date. 

Mr. Cameron. Of May 2? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Cameron. I don’t believe we did have agreements then. We 
had the discussions, but I don’t believe we had agreements. 

The Cuatrman. That is not what you testified, Mr. Cameron. You 
testified here that these firms were going to buy your book. 

Mr. Cameron. Did I testify to the fact that there had been an agree- 
ment ? 

The CuatrmMan. That there had been an agreement. 

Senator Jenner. I still think the record will be the best evidence. 

Mr. Cameron. There may have been an agreement. It is unimpor- 
tant, anyway. I am not trying to conceal when the agreement, or any- 
thing about the agreement 

Senator Jenner. It is very important. 





= 
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Mr. Sourwine. Are you familiar with the list furnished by Mr. 
Kahn of individuals making loans to Cameron & Kahn? We had 
asked you for that, and Mr. Kahn presented it to us. 

Mr. Cameron. Yes, I know he did. Well, I can tell you whether 
I am familiar with them when I se e the list. , 

Mr. Sourwine. What I was trying to find out, Mr. Cameron, by 
that question was whether you were familiar with the fact that Mr. 
Kahn had brought us down a list? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Is that which has been handed you the list ? 

Mr. Cameron. I believe that covers them all. 

Mr. Sourwine. May I have that list back, please? 

Mr. Cameron. I'd have to look—I'd have to st udy it more carefully, 
but I think it does. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you have anything to do with the preparation 
of this list, Mr. Cameron ? 

Mr. Cameron. | think I gave—yes, I gave Mr. Kahn some of the 
names on that list. 

Mr. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, this list is already in our record at 
page 127, in the executive record. I ask that it be made a part of this 
public record at this point. 

The Cruarrman. It will be admitted. 

(The list referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 47” and appears 
below :) 

Exuisir No. 47 


INDIVIDUALS MAKING LOANS TO CAMERON & KAHN, AS PER RECORDS 


Mandel Terman, Chicago S. B. Lewison, Chicago 

Albert E. Kahn, New York Esther Mandel, Chicago 

Angus Cameron, New York Boris Brail, Chicago 

Abraham Pomerantz, New York Edward Rotkin, Croton-on-Hudson 
Henry Supak, Minneapolis Maurice Mogulecu, Croton-on-Hudson 
Harry Ragozin, New York Paul Milvy, Croton-on-Hudson 

Joseph Starobin, New York Ted Ptashne, Minneapolis 

Elmer R. Segal, Chicago Sara Gordon, Boston 

Walter Kaplan, Chicago Jero Publishing Co., New York 


Mr. Sourwine. I will ask you—— 

Mr. Cameron. Was not that made a part of the record on Monday ? 

Mr. Sourwtne. No, sir; not as such. There was some questioning 
about some of the names on the list, but the list as such, is not in the 
public record until today. 

I will ask you whether, to your knowledge, any of the persons on 
this list are members of the Communist P arty, U.S. A.? 

Mr. Cameron. I said the same answer—I have no knowledge—no 
direct knowledge about the affiliations of people on that list. 

Mr. Sourwine. Now, sir, are you aware of the fact that a list was 
furnished this committee by Mr. Kahn of recipients of advance mimeo- 
graph copies of False Witness? 

Mr. Cameron. Yes. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did you help to prepare that list ? 

Mr. Cameron. No. I didn’t, because Mr. Kahn had sent out those 
copies. 

Mr. Sourwine. Would you be able to identify that list if I showed 
it to you? 
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Mr. Cameron. I could identify the list, but I could not tell you 


about each ¢ one. 


Mr. Sourwine. No. I simply want to identify the list. 
Mr. Cameron. Now, you are asking me to identify a list? 
Mr. Sourwine. As a list furnished by Mr. Kahn, if you know 


whether it is—if you never saw it before, say so. 


Mr. Cameron. I haven't seen the list before, I can tell you that. 
~ Sor RWINE. Can you look at the list and tell us if it is an accurate 


list « 
ir C meron. The reason I can’t tell you that, is that I did not 


» persons receiving the mimeographed copies ¢ 


sen . them out, but I believe fully that if this is the list that Mr. Kahn 


you of the ope who got the copies, of the mimeographed copies, 


side it is an accurate list. 


‘Ir. Sourwine. Mr. Chairman, I ask that this list go in this record 


The Cuarrman. It will be admitted. 
(The list referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 47-B” and appears 


below :) 


Exutpeir No. 47-B 


RECIPIENTS OF ADVANCE MIMEOGRAPHED COPIES OF FALSE WITNESS 


1. Columbia Broadcasting System (Phil Schefler) 
2. New York Post (Murray Kempton) 
5. Saturday Evening Post 
1, Newsweek Hal Levine) 
\ Gazette (Charles Allen) 
6. Drew Pearson (Jack Anderson ) 
7. Nathan Witt 
8. Arnold, Fortas, Porter 
%. Mine, Mill, Smelter Workers Union 
10. United Electrical Radio and Machine Workers Union 
11. New Statesmen & Nation, England (via Ella Winter) 
12. Franee-Soir, France (via Anne-Marie Comert) 
183. Dean John B. Thompson of Rockefeller Chapel, Chicago (via Mandel Ter- 
man) 
14. Stewart Alsop 
15. Teachers Union 
16. Federal Grand Jury, New York 
17. Harriet W. Kahn 
18. New York Times (7?) 
19. Albert E. Kahn 
20. Jane Janis 
21. Harvey Matusow 
22. Cameron Associates 
23. Senate Internal Security Subcommittee 
Mr. Sourwine. I want to ask you one question about it, Mr. Cam- 
eron. Did you have anything to do with getting the name of any 
person or organization on this list? 
Mr. Cameron. You mean—how do you mean, getting the name 
of it? 
Mr. Sourwine. Was it your responsibility that any of these advance 
mimeographed copies was sent where it was sent? 


1 


thi 


Mr. 


Mr. Cameron. Well, I certainly, of course, had the copy sent over 
to Cameron Associates. Naturally, that is just an automatic thing. 
I don’t believe so. I think that those names—well, yes, I had some- 
rto do with a copy that went to the Federal grand jury. I believe, 
to the best of my k nowledge. that the rest of these were supplied by 
Kahn on his own. He was in charge of those things at the time. 
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Mr. Sourwine. All right, s 

Now, are you familiar with the fact that Mr. Kahn furnished 
with a list or organizations or individuals or firms giving the 
orders for the book. Game of Death ? 

Mr. Cameron. No, I don’t believe—I don’t believe I did know that; 
no. 

Mr. Sourwine. It is a short list. I ask permission to read it. It 
appears In our record at page 152 of the executive session : 
American News Co., New York City. 

Would you listen to these, Mr. Cameron? There are only 


California Labor School, San Francisco, Calif. 

Collett Holdings, Ltd., London, England. 

Frontier Book Store, Seattle, Wash. 

International Book Store, San Francisco, Calif. 

international Fur and Leather Workers Union, New York City. 

Jewish Peoples Fraternal Order, Los Angeles, Calif. 

Jewish Peoples Fraternal Order, Chicago, Il. 

Jewish Peoples Fraternal Order, New York City. 

Progress Publishing Co., Toronto, Canada. 

United Electrical Radio and Machine Workers of America, New York City 


first 


Now I will ask you, to your knowledge, are any of those organiza- 
tions Communist dominated ? 


Mr. Cameron. Well, as the list sticks in my mind, not to 
knowledge. 

Mr. Sourwinr. Do you not know that Collett Holdings, Ltd., 
London, England, is a Communist book store ? 

Mr. Cameron. I do not. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you not know that Frontier Book Store, Seattle, 
Wash., and International Book Store, San Francisco, Calif 
(Communist book stores ? 

Mr. Cameron. I do not know it. I don’t know what you mean by 
it, either. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you not know that the International Fur and 
Leather Workers Union is a union which was expelled because of its 
(‘Communist domination ? 

Mr. Cameron. I know it was expelled, or it resigned. 

Mr. Sourwine. Do you not know the reason given for the expulsion ? 

Mr. Cameron. I know the reason. Yes: I think that is the 
that the CIO gave for its expulsion. 

Mr. Sourwine. What? 

Mr. Cameron. That is was Communist dominated. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Is not the same thing true of the United Electrical, 
Radio and Machine Workers of America ? 

Mr. Cameron. You mean, that it is Communist dominated, or that 
was the reason given by the CLO executive board ? 

Mr. Sourwine. That was the reason given by the CIO executive 
board. 

Mr. Cameron. I believe that was the reason. Those are two dif- 
ferent subjects, so far as I can see. 

Mr. Sourwine. Did not you state a while ago that unions had not 
purchased advance copies other than in the case of Harvey Matusow’s 
hook ? 


Mr. Cameron. No; I did not. 


my 


are 


reason 
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Mr. Sourwine. There were, in fact, advance orders for Game of 
Death, were they not ¢ 

Mr. Cameron. Yes; but I 
made. 

Mr. icniaaian 

ll right, sir. 


Mr. ( ‘a rman, I will be through within 10 minutes. I have only.a 
few more quest ions to ask. 


Have you, 


Mr. Cameron, ever declared your adherence to the pro- 
gram _ statutes of the Communist Party, U.S. A.? 
Mr. Camrron. Declared my adherence to what? 
Mr. Sourwine. Declared your adherence to the program and stat- 
utes of the Communist Party, U.S. A.? 
Mr. Cameron. Let me consult my counsel about it ? 
(Witness confers with his counsel. ) 
Mr. Cameron. Mr. Sourwine—— 
Mr. SouRWINE. Yes. 
Mr. Cameron. I decline to answer on the fifth amendment. 
[r. Sourwinr. Now, Mr. Cameron, I want to go back to the ques- 
ion that was asked you earlier, with regard to which I indicated what 
pa position would be. I know you have been asked this ques- 
tion before, but for the purpose of making this record, do you, sir, 
of your own knowle do ge know of any individual who is now or ever 
was a member of the Communist Party, U.S. A.? 
Mr. Cameron. That is the previous question; is it not? 
Mr. Sourwine. That is this question that I am asking you now. 


Mr. Cameron. Yes—I answer the same way I answered it before. 
Mr. Sourwine. Answer it, s 


Mr. Cameron. I decline to answer it. 

Mr. Sourwine. Why? 

Mr. Cameron. Under the fifth amendment. 

The CuatrMan. Under the fifth amendment. 

Let us proceed and eel through. 

Mr. Sourwitne. Mr. Cameron, do you honestly fear that a truthful 
answer to that pation: would tend to form at least a link in a chain 
that might incriminate -you ? 

Mr. Cameron. I decline to answer that question, under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Sourwtne. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
to answer those two ques tions. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
two questions. 
Lo answer. 


did not state that—not the statement you 


I was just attempting to get that point straight. 


that the witness be ordered 


Well, I am not going to order him to answer those 
He has a right under the fifth amendment to decline 


Proceed with your questioning. 

Mr. Sourwine. I have no more questions. 

The Cuatrrman. We will recess until further call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 5:15 p. m., the hearing adjourned, subject to the 
eall of the Chair.) 
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